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‘THE REVISION COURTS are now closed, and the reports 
which reach us from all quarters seem to support the 
opinion we have before expressed, that the difficulties in 
carrying the new Acts into effect would be found to consist 
more of matters of form than of substance. The revising 
barristers have been rather severely criticised by some 
of our daily contemporaries, and probably not altogether 
without reason in some cases. Still, we think the 
machinery of the law to be administered, rather than 
the administrators, should be blamed for the results 
which have principally excited the ire of the critics. It 
is probably not generally known that revising barristers 
have no power of amendment whatever, except that con- 
ferred upon them by the Act of 1843. All who know 
the state of our law as to amendments at that date, and 
the extensive alterations that have been effected in this 
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Lary. respect since then, will at once understand that the 
daichii amending powers of revising barristers are likely to be 
small compared with what the judges in all our courts 
-ETY, now possess, A study of the registration cases in the 
Court of Common Pleas during the past twenty years 
a 5 will show undoubtedly a great and progressive 


change in the views of the judges as to the extent of the 
power of amendment conferred by the statute in ques- 
tion. Still, upon the most liberal interpretation possible, 
the power of amendment is quite inadequate to enable 
the barristers to correct all the mistakes that have been 
made by overseers and claimants in regard to the new 
franchises. 

The unfortunate course taken by the Legislature of 
adapting generally the previous law and practice of 
registration to the new franchises “so far as applicable,” 
and at the same time making a few alterations which 
entirely prevented the old practice being applicable at 
all, has of course increased the number of such mistakes, 
while the barristers have been left with no increased 
power of dealing with them. We believe that there has 
been no substantial complaint of the decisions of the 
revising barrister on points bearing upon the existence 
of a qualification, but rather of the great discrepancy 
between their practice. On some points which clearly 
might have been foreseen, such, for instance, as 
those relating to lodgers, there certainly ought to have 
been some previous agreement between the barristers as 
to the course to be adopted. The other principal point 
on which there has been a great want of u.iformity has 
been with respect to the new overseers’ list of occupiers 
in counties. That some difficulties would arise in deal- 
ing with these might have been forescen, but the extent 
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sila and the nature of the mistakes which have been met 
with in practice certainly could not have been anticipated. 

satin That there should have been much want of uniformity 
or sabe under these circumstances is certainly not to be wondered 
at. It has been stated in some quarters that revising 

ned og barristers are notoriously not appointed on accountof their 
i qualification for the office. It is, however, a little diffi- 
i cult to judge of the qualification required to steer clear 
agency of the difficulties between which the revising barristers 
nah were placed. On the one hand, if they followed strictly, 


and to the letter, the powers conferred on them they 





were almost certain to disfranchise, for no fault of their 
own, large numbers of persons on whom the Legislature 
had conferred the franchise. On the other hand, when 
they once departed, under the colour of a liberal inter- 
pretation of them, from their strict powers, they cooz 
found new cases arising, each differing from the former 
by so little that it was impossible to hold that there was 
any distinction between them, and yet at last leading ta 
resulis so clearly beyond the barristers’ powers that fre- 
quently the steps taken had to be retraced. In many 
cases we doubt not that the happy medium has been 
attained; and yet, making all allowance for the difficul- 
ties, and also for the errors of newspaper reporters, it is 
not quite creditable to the barristers that the discrepan- 
cies, should have been so glaring as they appear from 
those reports to have been. For instance, it should not 
have been possible that a barrister should, as is reported, 
have expunged all the names in one list of occupiers, 
amounting, we believe, to some hundreds, on the ground 
of insufficient description of the qualification, when the 
description “ house,” “land,” which was given, was the 
very one which other barristers have adopted as the best 
possible one that can be given, and which is the very 
One given by the Legislature, as a model, in the sche- 
dules to the Act of 1832, for a case exactly similar. 

In criticising the decisions of revising barristers, espe- 
cially with regard to what are called hy the general 
public technical and vexatious objections, all the objects 
of a register should be borne in mind. It is desirable 
not only that the main object, viz., its containing the 
names of all qualified persons, and no others, should be 
attained, but also that those persons should be so de- 
scribed as to admit of their ready identification at the 
poll and elsewhere, and that their qualification should be 
so described as that the loss of it, where it has taken 
place, should be as far as possible apparent; unless, there- 
fore, accuracy of description is insisted on, not only will 
confusion, and probably personation, take place at the 
poll, but unqualified persons may probably remain for 
years on the register. Under the present system there 
is no way of ensuring corrections being made but by serv- 
ing the parties with notice of objection. In nine cases 
out of ten the parties objected to do not attend, and then, 
if the objection is an amendable one, the barrister has 
great difficulty in amending it, and probably has to strike 
the name out. Ifthe party doea attend the objection 
is probably at once remedied, and the name retained 
with a new description. Then, according to the views 
which the revising barrister may happen to entertain, 
either the objector is mulcted in costs, for having done 
the voter and the public a service in procuring the re- 
gister to be corrected, or else, as is far more common, the 
voter goes away grumbling, and perhaps writes a letter 
to the newspaper, because he has been brought to the 
court for what he considers so trivial a matter, and is not 
allowed his costs. What is required is some practical 
distinction between amendable objections and those 
which go to the existence of the qualification. Under 
the present system it is difficult for anyone to ensure his 
name being placed on the register, or even to keep it 
there, without availing himself of the assistance of a re- 
gistration society or agent. No doubt there are few cou- 
stituencies where this assistance may not readily be ob- 
tained, but there is a large class of persons, and a very 
valuable one to the country, who do not desire to pledge 
their votes beforehand to either party, which they mostly 
consider they are doing by availing themselves of the 
assistance of a party agent. 

We think there must be a new registration Act passed 
next session, to remedy some of the difficulties which have 
arisen this year. Unfortunately, the questions which 
want settling trench so nearly upon politics that a prac- 
tical working statute is hardly to be hoped for. Much, 
however, might be done by conferring ample 
powers of amendment upon the revising barrister. 
The only restriction upon his power of amendment that 
there ought to be is, that no amendment should be made 
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unless he was reasonably satisfied that a good qualification 
existed. When thatis the case any amendment ought to 
be permitted at the discretion of the barrister, and we 
feel sure that this discretion would be so exercised as to 
give satisfaction to the public. 





A CONVICTION IS REPORTED in the daily papers of 
last Wednesday to have taken place at Holywell which 
will tend to make the servants of railway companies 
more careful to avoid the risk of accidents than has 
hitherto been their wont. An accident occurred at Holy- 
well, a station on the Chester and Holyhead Railway, in 
consequence of an express train running into a goods 
train. The cause of the accident was the carelessness 
of asignalman who put the signals at “all right” while 
the goods train was on the line, and thus caused the 
collision, in which, however, fortunately, no person was 
injured. One of the passengers by the express train, 
Mr. Edwards-Wood, summoned the signalman before the 
magistrates at Holywell, and charged him with having 
committed an offence against 3 & 4 Vict. c. 97,8. 13, 
which enacts inter alia that if any servant of a railway 
company “ shall wilfully, maliciously, or negligently do 
or omit to do any act whereby the life or limbs of any 
person passing along or being upon the railway . 
shall be or might be injured or endangered,” he shall 
liable to be brought before a justice of the peace, and 
upon conviction may be sentenced to imprisonment for 
a term not exceeding two months with or without hard 
labour. Although this Act has been in operation since 
1840, it has not often been put in force. There has usually 
been a very strong feeling against puvishing a man 
criminally for mere negligence, however disastrous that 
negligence might be to others. The magistrates, how- 
ever,in this case were of opinion that the signalman 
had been guilty of a wilful and deliberate act of omis- 
sion, and they therefore sentenced him to two months’ 
imprisonment, but, in consideration of his good character, 
without hard labour, 

This proceeding is not without significance at the 
present time. There has hitherto been a great deal of 
indifference and apathy in inquiring into the causes of 
railway accidents, and it is seldom thought worth while 
to take any proceedings against those whose negligence 
has caused an accident, except in cases where actual loss 
of life has occurred, or severe personal injuries have been 
sustained. If a little more vigilance were shown in 
examining into, and in punishing the authors of the 
lesser accidents, whether caused by guards or signalmen, 
or by persons in more responsible situations, we should 
not so often hear of such terrible catastrophes as those 
which periodically occur, and of which the accident at 
Abergele is a melancholy instance. We hope the pre- 
cedent which has thus been set at Holywell will not be 
forgotten. 





i Is ALL CASES in which the Legislature has conferred 
jurisdiction upon the county courts, it has further endea- 
voured to compel litigants to appeal to that jurisdiction, 
and not waste the time of the superior courts, or incur 
needless expense, by suing in the superior courts when 
they might have recourse to the inferior. But the means 
adopted for this end have been very different. No Act 
has, we believe, gone the length of making the jurisdio- 
tion of the county courts exclusive, in the strictest 
sense of the term, by depriving the superior courts of 
any part of their previous jurisdiction ; and this, no 
doubt, is right. Two leading methods have been chosen 
for indirectly securing the same result—one, enabling 
the superior courts to transmit causes commenced in 
them to the county courts; the other, mulcting a suc- 
ces:ful plaintiff of the costs to which he would otherwise 

be entitled if he sues in the superior courts when he 

ought to have done so in the county court. In the case 

of actions at law, both these systems have been adopted. 

Not only have the superior courts very large powers of 


—:1 
sending cases begun in them to the county courts, but also 
plaintiffs recovering less than certain sums in actions of 
various kinds in the superior courts are entitled to no coats, 
In equitable proceedings only one of these principles hag 
been applied. The superior courts of equity may transfer 
to the county courts suits which might have been com. 
menced in them. But as to costs no provision has been 
made. And a plaintiff in equity suing in a superior 
court is entitled to the same costs, however small the 
amount he recovers, as if no equitable jurisdiction had 
been given to the county courts. In the new Coun 
Courts Admiralty Jurisdiction Act, the other principle 
only has been adopted. No provision is made for trang. 
ferring any cause, however trifling, from the Admiralty 
to the County Court. But, on the other hand, any 
person proceeding in the Court of Admiralty for 4 
matter which might have been disposed of in a county 
court will not only be entitled to no costs, but will be 
liable to be condemned in costs, unless he obtain a cer. 
tificate that the cause has been rightly brought in the 
superior court. 

It is difficult to imagine any satisfactory explanation 
of these anomalies. Probably they are to be classed 
among those eccentricities of legislation for which no 
reason can be assigned because no reason gave rise to 
them. 





AMONGST THE MANY TOPICS that have occupied the 
attention of those who have taken part in the proceed. 
ings of the Social Science Congress at Birmingham 
during the last week, the subject of the law of bank- 
ruptcy has not been neglected. In the section devoted 
to municipal law the question, ‘“‘ What amendments are 
required in the existing law of bankruptcy ?” was sub- 
mitted for discussion, and was very fully examined, 
There seems to have been a pretty general agreement 
that the law requires amendment in three. particulars 
especially—viz., the non-liability of a baukrupt’s after- 
acquired property ; the almost absolute immunity from 
liability for reckless trading and fraudulent bankruptcy; 
and the great expense attendant upon the present sys- 
tem of winding up insolvent estates. The freedom of a 
bankrupt from any claim against his after-acquired pro- 
perty has been pushed to its utmost extent, and the law 
as it now stands seems to regard a bankrupt as an ill-used 
person who must be protected from the persecution of 
his creditors rather than as one who has induced others 
to give him their property, and who ought to be com- 
pelled to make restitution when it is possible for him to 
do so. Not only may a bankrupt relieve himself abso- 
lutely from liability to pay his debts, although he may 
not have paid his creditors more than a farthing in the 
pound ; but, in addition, no matter how fraudulent his 
conduct may have been, he is practically in little or no 
danger from the criminal law, which is rarely set in 
motion against a bankrupt, even when he clearly comes 
within its not too stringent provisions. And last, although 
not least, the administration of the law, with these de- 
fects, is extremely costly. 

The Act passed in the last session (31 & 32 Vict. c. 104) 
was a step in the right direction, and will perhaps throw 
some difficulties in the way of making those fraudulent 
arrangements with creditors by means of a deed under 
the 192nd and following sections of the Act of 1861 
which have been too common of late. The Act is, how- 
ever, only an attempted alteration of one of the most 
glaring evils arising from the provisions of the Act of 
1861. What is wanted, and what must come sooner OF 
later, is a very great change in the whole system of 
bankruptcy law both in its principles and in its proce 
dure. The more public attention is drawn to the subjectof 
bankruptcy the more likely it is that this result will be 
brought about, and such discussions as those at Birming- 
ham serve a very useful purpose, as they give an interest 
toa subject which is usually very uninteresting to all not 
directly concerned with it in the course of their daily 
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PRINCIPAL AND AGENT.—No. V. 
ComMoN Law RIGHTS AND LIABILITIES. 
Actions for Torts. 

The second point to be established in order to fix one 
n with liability for the torts of another as the for- 
mer’s servant is that the act complained of was done in 
the course of the servant’s employment. The principle is 
here clear. The servant is, beyond the scope of his em- 
ployment, a stranger to his master, and therefore the 
master is not résponsible for any act done by the servant 
peyond the scope of the employment. “The master,” it 
has been said, “is liable even though the servant, in the 
performance of his duty, is guilty of a deviation or failure 
to perform it in the most convenient manner ; but if 
the servant, instead of doing that which he is employed 
+o do, does something which he is not employed to do at 
all, the master cannot be said to do it by his servant, 
‘and therefore is not responsible for the negligence of his 
servant in doing it” (Mitchell v. Crassweller, 13 C. B. 
287). “The distinction (as applied to a particular case) 
is this : If a servant driving a carriage in order to effect 
some purpose of his own wantonly strike the horses of 
another person, and produce the accident, the master will 
not be liable, but if in order to perform his master’s 
orders he strikes but injudiciously, and ia order to extri- 
cate himself from a difficulty, that will be negligent and 
careless conduct, for which the master will be liable, 
-being au act done in pursuance of the servant’s employ- 

ment” (Croft v. Alison, 4 B. & Ald. 590). 

There may be considerable difficulty in applying the 
principle. 

In the following instances the master has been held 
liable—viz., where damage was caused by the negligent 

-driving of his cart in the city, though the servant ought 
not, in carrying out the master’s orders, to have been in 
the city at all (Joel v. Morison, 6 C. & P. 501); where 
the servant, after setting his master down, drove round 
.te deliver a parcel of his own, and did not drive directly 
where he was ordered to go (Heath v. Wilson, 2M. & R. 
181); where a coachman, driving his master, was 
ordered not to drive fast, and an accident arose from his 
fast driving ; where servants, in distinct disobedience to 
orders, went home and left a horse and cart standing in 
the street (Whatman v. Pearson, 16 W. R. 649, L. R. 3 
C. P. 422). 

On the other hand a master has been held not liable 
where servants, having finished the business of the day, 
returned home with his horse and cart, and instead of 
putting it up, without their master’s knowledge or con- 
sent, drove a companion to the station, and an accident 
occurred on their way back (Mitchell v. Crassiveller) ; 
where a servant, ordered to do an act which was legal, 
did a totally ditfereyt act which was illegal (Lyons v. 
Martin, 8 A. & E, 512); where a servant sent on an 
errand met a friend who allowed him to ride his horse 
and an injury happened in consequence (Govdman v. 
Kennell, 3 C. & P. 167). 

These and many other cases which might be given 
show that while the principle is certain its application 
is difficult. It is generally, in fact, a question for the 
jury whether a given act was or was not within the 
scope of a servant’s employment. 

A curious consequence of the rule that a master is not 
responsible for acts beyond the scope of his servant's em- 
ployment is that a master is responsible for a wrongful 
act of his servant which arises from a mistake of facts on 
the servant’s part, but not for a wrongful act which 
arises from a servant’s mistake of law. ‘Thus, where the 
servant of a railway company arrested the plaintiff under 
circumstances which, if his view of the facts had been 
correct, would have justified the arrest, the company was 
held liable (Goff v. Great Northern Railway, 30 L. J. 
Q. B. 148). But where the servant of a company did a 
similar act under a mistaken view of the law the com- 

pany was held not liable (Poulton v. London and South 
Western Railwau Company, L. RB 2 Q. B. 534). 





It was at one time somewhat doubtful how far a prin- 
cipal is answerable for the fraudulent act of his agent in 
the course of his employment, but it seems now settled 
that no sensible distinction can be drawn between the 
case of fraud and any other wrong (Barwick v. English 
Joint-Stock Bank, 15 W. R. Ex. Ch. 877). 

To the general rule that a master is liable for the acts 
of his servants within the scope of their employment 
there are the following exceptions. 

First exception. A master is not liable for an injary 
done by a servant in his employment to a fellow-servant 
in the course of their common employment (Fvltham v, 
England, 15 W. R. 151). 

Second exception. A master is not liable for the acts 
of his servants when compelled by statute to employ a 
particular person. The ground of the exception is that 
the pilot or other person employed is not strictly em- 
ployed by the master. (See Conservators of the Tiames 
v. Hall, 16 W. R 971, L. R. 3 C. P. 420.) 

Third exception. Public officers under Government— 
such, ¢.g., as the Postmaster-General—are not responsible 
for the torts of their servants (Lane v. Cotton, Cowp. 766, 
and Whitfield v. Lord le Despencer, Cowp. 754). 

The exact extent of this exception is somewhat doubt- 
ful. It appears now clear that trustees acting gratui- 
tously for the public benefit do not come within it 
(Mersey Docks v. Gibbs, 14 W. R. 872). The exception 
itself is most correctly considered merely an exemplifica- 
tion of the rule that an action for tort must be brought 
either against a principal or against the immediate 
actors in the wrong. It cannot be brought agaiust in- 
termediate agonts. 





JUDICIAL STATISTICS, 1867. 
Part I. 
( Continued.) 

In the number of persons for trial in 1867 there is am 
increase of 122 as compared with the number of the pre- 
vious year, but the number in 1867 is less than that of 
any of the four years immediately preceding 1866, as 
shown by the following table :— 

1867 : . ° 
1866 
1865 
1864 


18,971 
18,849 
19,614 
19,506 
1863 20,818 
1862 : 4 , ‘ 20,001 

Out of the 18,971 brought to trial, 4,741 were acquitted 
and discharged, 12 were acquitted on the ground of in- 
sanity, and 11 were found insane. Out of the remain- 
ing 14,207, 27 were sentenced to death, 1,546 to penal 
servitude, 11,801 to imprisonment, 270 were sent to 
reformatories, &c., and 263 were fined or discharged on 
sureties. In 1866 the number convicted was 11,254, 
being 47 more than last year. In 1867 the number 
acquitted and discharged was 24°9 per cent. of the total 
number brought to trial, being but a slight variation 
from previous years. 

Of the 27 persons sentenced to death in 1867, 7 were 
females, of 6 of whom the sentences were commuted 
to penal servitade for life; of 1 the sentence was 
commuted to penal servitude for fifteen years. Of the 
20 males sentenced to death, 10 were executed; of 7 the 
sentences were commuted to penal servitude for life, of 
1 the sentence was commuted to penal servitude for 
fifteen years, of 1 for ten years, and in one case a free 
pardon was granted. Among those sentenced to death 
were Allen, Larkin, Gould, and M’Guire, for the murder 
of Police Serjeant Brett at Manchester, the three former 
of whom were executed, aud the last received a free 
pardon. 

Twenty-seven cases were submitted in 1867 for the 
consideration of the Court of Criminal Appeal; in 1866 
the nnmber was 18. In 19 of these cases the judgment 
was affirmed, and in 8 reversed. 

Iler Majesty’s Treasury paid £129,678 8% 11d. om 








Sabah de sAiserlbow bitin enc tS A serene aes nen eee 


982 THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. Oct. 10, 1868, 








account of criminal prosecutions at assizes and quarter 
sessions, and at the Central Criminal Court, and the 
sum of £16,909 16s. 5d, for proceedings under the 
Criminal Justice Act and the Juvenile Offenders Act. 
This return, it should be noted, is for the year 1866, being 
twelve months in arrear, but as compared with the year 
1865, the first sum shows a decrease of £6,325 le. 5d., 
and the second an increase of £203 0s.3d. The average 
cost of each case tried on indictment was £7 15s. 11d.; 
in the previous year it was £7 19s. 1d. That of summary 
proceedings was 19s, 3d.;in 1865 it was 19s. 9d. 

Unéer the head of prisons the returns give the usual 
information from local prisons, reformatories, and indus- 
trial schools, and with regard to criminal lunatics up to 
the 29th September, 1867, and for convict prisons up to 
the 8lst of March, 1868. The local prisons are 130 in 
number, aud to these, in the year 1867, 145,184 prisoners 
were committed, including 10,788 who,were remanded 
and subsequently discharged. The total number of these 
145,184 commitments shows an increase of 8,443 as com- 
pared with the number of the preceding year, The num- 
ber of recommitted prisoners shows an increase of 
2,034, or 4°6 per cent., as compared with the number of 
1866. The proportion of recommitted to the total num- 
ber committed (exclusive of debtors, naval and military 
offenders, and those remanded and discharged), is 38°5 
percent. Of tie 46,415 persons recommitted to prison, 
19,313 had been previously committed once, 8,369 twice, 
4,799 thrice, 3,169 four times, 2,146 five times, 2,663 
seven times and above five, 2,029 ten times and above 
seven, and 3,927 more than ten times. The table of the 
ages of those committed shows that by far the largest 
} Toportion of criminals are between the ages of twenty- 
oue and thirty. Out of the total number of persons 
committed, 13,686 were debtors and naval ard military 
offenders, &c., and out of the remaining 131,498, as 
many as 43,515 were between the last-mentioned ages, 
46,462 could neither read nor write, and 70,751 could 
only read or read and write imperfectly, 212 had re- 
ceived superior instruction; 17,320 were of no occupa- 
tion, 60,675 were labourers, charwomen, or needle- 
women, and 25,088 were mechanics and skilled workers, 

The total number of prisoners remaining in prison at 
the end of.the year was 17,485 criminals and 611 debtors. 
This total is an increase of 564 as compared with the 
number at the commencement of the year. The greatest 
number under confinement at one time was higher in 
1867 than in the preceding year by 254. The daily 
average was higher by 146. 

The total number of prisoners sentenced to hard 
labour was 85,785, exceeding the number in the previous 
year by 3,756; the number of sentences undergone was 
only 68,366. In 1867 less than 80 per cent. of the sen- 
tenccs te hurd labour were undergone. One-fifth of the 
sentences would therefore appear not to have been carried 
into effect. In 1866 the proportion was 75 per cent., 
and consequently one-fourth were not carried into 
effect. 

Under the head of punishments for offences committed 
in prison we find that 61,764 such offences were com- 
mitted ; that in 146 cases the punishment was “ whip- 
ping,” in 96 “irons or handcuffs,” in 17,802 “ solitary 
or Gark cells,” and in 43,720 “stoppage of diet,’ &c. The 


total number of punishments shows an increase of 1,729 


as compared with the number for the previous year. 
Omitting extraordinary charges for buildings and 
fittings, the cost of the whole of the prisons was 
£438,861 in 1865, £462,264 in 1866, and £479,576 in 
1867, the average yearly charge per prisoner being 
£26 33. 8d. in 1865, £25 17s, 11d. in 1866, and 
£26 13s. in 1867. As was the case last year, the average 
cost per prisoner was highest at Alnwick, it being 
£114 3s, 3d. in 1867 as against £110 1s. 2d. in 1866, 
with a daily average of one prisoner. At Hull the ave- 
rage cost was £16 17s., with a daily average of 173 pri- 
soners, and at Liverpool £19 1s. 3d., with a daily average 
of G31 prisoners. The total cost of local priscns 





a 
amounted to £657,129, of which amount £108,171 was 
provided by the public revenues, and the remainder oyt 
of prison receipts and local rates and funds. 

The returns relating to convict prisons are for the 
year ending the 3lst of March, 1868, and show that at 
the commencement of the year these prisons contained. 
7,018 convicts, that 2,506 were received during the. 
year, and that at the end of the year 7,586 remained, 
1,938 having been “ disposed of.’ Western Australia 
received 451 of these, and 194 were discharged on the 
termination of their sentence, 1,134 received tickets of 
leave, 8 were pardoned, 92 died, 3 committed suicide, and 
lescaped. Those discharged on tickets. of leave were. 
less by 659 than in the previous twelve months. Includ- 
ing governors, deputy-governors, and superintendents, 
the number of officers employed to guard these convicts 
is 1,334. Convict prisons cost the country £244,067, the 
average cost per convict having been £33 12s. 8d, In 
the previous year the total cost was £237,333, and the 
average cost per convict £34 7s. 4d. 

Offenders committed to reformatories in the year end- 
ing the 29th September, 1867, numbered 1,339, being 52. 
more than in 1866. Out of these 1,339, 291 were com- 
mitted after conviction on indictment, and 1,048 on sum- 
mary conviction. At the commencement of the year 
the reformatories contained 3,635 convicts, and at the 
end of the year 3,979. Of this number 391 had been 
previously committed to prison once, 158 twice, 65 three 
times, 23 four times, 6 five times, 5 seven times, and 1 ten 
times. Of these about 50 per cent. could neither read 
nor write, 87 per cent. could read or read and 
write imperfectly, 9 per cent. could read and write 
well, and of the remainder the state of instruction could 
not be ascertained. Her Majesty’s Treasury paid 
£5,682 8s. towards the expenses, being £5,088 more than 
in 1866, and £2,893 0s. 0d. was recovered from parents, 
being £1,291 more than in 1866. 

Industrial Schools contained at the commencement of 
the year 1,238 inmates, during the year 1,112 were com- 
mitted, and 1,992 remained at the end of the year, being 
an increase of 754 during the twelve months. 

The number of criminal lunatics under detention in 
the different asylums, hospitals; and licensed houses. 
during the year amounted to 1,244, Pursuant to the 
Act 80 Vict. c, 12, which came into operation on the: 
12th April, 1867, criminal lunatics whose term of punish- 
ment has expired are not afterwards to be convicted ag 
criminals, but are to be treated as pauper lunatics. This 
provision affected the cases of 571 of the lunatics under 
detention as criminals during the year, and the effect of 
its application has been to reduce the number remaining 
under detention as criminal lunatics at the end of the 
year to 537 in place of 1,108, as the numbers would 
otherwise have been. The cost of criminal lunatics was 
£47,583, of which £33,864 was contributed from the 
public revenues, £2,129 from private funds, and the re- 
mainder from county, borough, and parish rates. The. 
average cost per head in the county asylum ranges be- 
tween £13 3s. 7d., the lowest for Essex, and £36 10d, 
the highest for Glamorganshire. In the hospitals and 
licensed houses the charges are chiefly defrayed from 
private funds, and the average per head in these varies 
from £30 6s. 8d., in Northampton Hospital, to £531 16s, 
at Ticehurst Asylum. 

A steady increase continues to be shown in almost 
every branch of these statistics, Criminals have in- 
creased, crimes have increased, the number of the police. 
has been added to, and the cost of administering. 
justice and of maintaining prisons and convict estab- 
lishments have risen in proportion. 





LEGISLATION OF THE YEAR. 
Cap. LXXI.—An Act for conferring admiralty jurisdiction 
on the county courts. 
This Act not only creates a new branch of county court. 
jurisdiction, but it does so in a new way, introducing & 





Oct, 10,1868. THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. 


983 








= 
fresh principle into county court legislation. Heretofore, 
each county court has had its district, and each district 
its court; these have belonged to one another for all pur- 
; no court but that of the district has had any 
kind of jurisdiction within it; and all county courts have 
had the same jurisdiction. But the present Act does not 
directly confer admiralty jurisdiction upon county courts. 
It empowers the Privy Council, on the representation of 
the Lord Chancellor, to appoint any county court to have 
guch jurisdiction, and to assign to it a district for this 
purpose, which may include any part of the ordinary 
district of another court; and no other courts are to have 
jurisdiction under the Act. 

When a court has been so assigned, it is to have juris- 
diction over four classes of cases—(1) salvage claims, 
where either the property is not above £1,000 in value, 
or the claim is not above £300; (2) claims for towage, 
necessaries, or wages, not above £150; (8) claims for 
damage to cargo or damage by collision not exceeding 
£300; (4) any claim of any of the foregoing classes be- 
yond the above limits if the parties consent in writing. 
Any cause may be transferred by the Court of Admiralty 
from a county court to itself; or may be similarly trans- 
ferred to that court by the county court, if its jurisdiction 
turn out to be exceeded; or to the Court of Admiralty or 
another county court if it appear more convenient. To 
check the bringing of small cases in the Admiralty or Supe- 
rior Courts, any person taking in them proceedings which 
might have been taken in a county court, is not only de- 
prived of costs, but liable to be condemned in costs, un- 
less he obtain a certificate that the cause was one fit 
to be brought in the court in which it was brought. 

Provision is made for enabling the judges of county 
courts to call in the assistance of nautical assessors. 
And a power to arrest a vessel or property is given if it 
is probable that the vessel or property will be removed 
aut of the jurisdiction before the plaintiff's claim is 
satisfied, but not otherwise. 

As to the court in which proceedings are to be in- 
stituted, the Act provides that it shall be the court in 
whose district the vessel or property in question is ; or, 
if this rule is not applicable, the court in whose district 
the owner or his agent in England resides, or if he 
wesides in no such district the court whose district is 
nearest ; or failing these rules, such court as general 
orders shall direct ; or, by consent, in any couaty court 
having Admiralty jurisdiction. 

An appeal is to lie to the Court of Admiralty from final 
decrees, and with leave from interlocutory orders, unless 
an agreement not to appeal has been made. Ten days 
is the time limited for lodging the wppeal. The appeal 
is to be final, unless the Court of Admiralty give express 
permission to go to the Privy Council. The unsuccessful 
appellant must pay the costs, unless the contrary be 
ordered. And there is to be no appeal under £50. 

Another peculiarity of this Act is that the general 
orders of practice, and the forms to be used under it are 
to be prepared, not, as is generally the case, by the Rule 
Committee of County Court Judges, but by the Lord 
Chancellor, and the judge of the Admiralty Court. 


Cap. LXXVII.—<An Act to amend the law relating to 
appeals from the Court of Divorce and Matrimonial 
Causes in England. ‘ 

_ _ Heretofore, any party dissatisfied with a decree of the 
Divorce Court for dissolution of marriage or nullity of 

marriage has had a period of three months.within which 

to appeal to the House of Lords. This Act limits the 
time for appeal to one month, and it takes away the 
tight of appeal altogether in undefended cases, unless 
leave to appeal be asked for and obtained at the time 

‘the Cecree absolute is pronounced. 

Divorced persons may now marry again after one 
Month from the decree absolute, instead of three months 
43 heretofore, if no appeal be presented, and, where no 
Appeal lies, immediately. 

The Act is to apply to suits pending, even though a 





decree may have been pronounced, but not to appeals 
actually pending, nor is it to prejudice any existing 
right to appeal, if the appeal be lodged within a month 
of the Act coming into operation, which it did the 31st 
July last. 


Cap. LXXVIII.—An Act to amend the law relating to 
proceedings instituted by the Admiralty, and for cther 
purposes connected therewith. 

The object of this short Act is to effect a reform, not 
on a very large scale, but one which obvious convenience 
requires. Its purpose is to enable the Board of Ad- 
miralty as such to institute legal proceedings in matters 
affecting property under the control of or contracts and 
other transactions with the department. The Commis~- 
sioners of the Admiralty are not a corporation, and, 
therefore, at common law, if they instituted any legal 
proceedings at all, it could only be as so many individuals, 
and in their individual names, a state of things pecu- 
liarly inconvenient in the case of such a body, especially 
as it is of course a changing body. For the future pro- 
ceedings may be taken in the name of the “Commis- 
sioners for executing the office of Lord High Admiral of 
the United Kingdom ;" and no proceeding is to be 
affected by any change in the constitution of the body, 
The Act, however, only enables the Commissioners t> sue 
and not to be sued. The Admiralty, in all proceedings 
had under the Act, isto be subject to the ordinary law 
of costs. 


Cap. LXXXVI.—An Act to enable assignees of marine 
policies to sue thereon in their own names. 


We need hardly remind our readers that at common 
law a contract is not assignable, and that therefore the 
assignee of a contract acquires in general no such 
interest as will enable him to sue upon it in hi: own 
name. But the extreme inconvenience of this rule has 
led to numerous statutory exceptions. The Bills of 
Lading Act made an exception in the case of bills of 
lading; the Policies of Assurance Act, 1867 (30 & 3L 
Vict. c. 144) did the same for life policies, and tne pre- 
sent Act removes the restriction in the case of marine 
policies. 

This Act provides that whenever a policy upon ship, 
goods, or freight has been assigned, so as to pass the 
beneficial interest therein to any person entitled to the 
property insured, the assignee may sue on the policy in 
his own nante. A short form of assignment by indorse- 
ment is given in the schedule, which may be aduped, 
but need not necessarily be so. . 

The defendant in any such action may avail himself 
of any defence which he would have had against the 
original assured. 


Cap. CIV.—An Act to amend the Bankruptcy Act, 1861. 


The abuses connected with the system of deeds of 
arrangement have been so often exposed, and are so 
perfectly well known, that it is unnecessary to poiat 
them out now. They led, as our readers will remember, 
to more than cone attempt at a remedy during the past 
session of Parliament. But of all these attempts the 
only one which resulted in actual legislation is that em- 
bodied in the present bill. The object sought to ba 
attained by the Act is of course both a good one and 
one of the utmost importance, and the Act will doubtless 
be of use, but we are inclined to think that its probable 
good effects have been overrated, while there is a danger 
of its producing some result not at all contemplated by 
its framers. 

The provisions of the Act are of three classes—first, 
those that impose additional conditions to be performed 
on the part of the debtor ; secondly, those that impose 
conditions upon assenting creditors, in order that they 
may be reckoned as such ; and thirdly, those allowing 
the examination of the debtor and other persons who 
can disclose anything relating to the estate. 

Under the first of these heads the Act, in addition to 
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the conditions prescribed by the Act of 1861, enacts 
(section 1) that a deed shall not bind non-assenting 
creditors unless “ together with such deed there shall be 
delivered to the chief registrar a list showing, to the 
best of the knowledge, information, and belief of the 
debtor, or other person by whom the list is made, the 
debts and liabilities of every kind of the debtor, the 
times when incurred, the considerations . . 
. . the names, residences, and occupations of the 
creditors, and the respective amounts due to them, and 
the securities held by them, and the estimated value of 
such securities ;” and “a statement showing, to the best 
of the knowledge, information, and belief of the debtor, 
or other person by whom the statement is made, the 
debtor’s property and credits, and the estimated value 
thereof.” This list and statement must be verified 
by the affidavit of the debtor or other person making 
it, “or of some other person able to depose thereto.” 
The list or statement may be amended with leave of the 
Court, the amendment and the reason for it being like- 
wise verified by affidavit. Notice must be given (section 
2) of the leaving of the list and statement, and of any 
amendments, in the Gazette, and in a daily paper circu- 
lating in the neighbourhood where the debtor- resides or 
carries on business, and any person stating himself in 
writing to be a creditor may inspect the list, &c., and 
have a copy. And to make wilfully a false affidavit 
(section 12) is perjury. Such is the new law so far as 
the debtor is concerned. 

The framer of the Act doubtless hoped that the scheme 
would, first, induce debtors to tell the truth for fear of 
the penalties of perjury; and, secondly, would furnish 
materials for inquiry, and hence secure detection in case 
of falsehood. To the first point we do not attach much 
importance. Experience has shown that creditors will 
not make themselves public prosecutors, and fraudulent 
debtors know it. Then, again, the debtor need not make 
or swear to the list and statement himself; anybody may 
do, to the best of his knowledge, information, and belief. 
Indeed, it would seem that the list and statement may be 
made by one person, and the affidavit verifying them by 
another. It would be difficult to convict A. of perjury 
on a statement of his belief as to B.’s debts; still 
more difficult to convict A. on a statement of B.’s belief 
as t> C.’s debts. 

The real value of this part of the Act consists, we 
think, in its assisting inquiry. The list must, at least, 
contain the debts of the assenting creditors, and with 


all the particulars stated which the Act requires, it will | 


be very much easier than formerly for any other 
creditor to satisfy himself of the bona fides of the whole 
transaction, or to detect fraud if there be any. 

The second set of provisions in the Act are those which 
impose additional restrictions, not directly upon the 
debtor himself, but upon the assenting creditors. And 
as to them two changes are made in the law, one of which 
is clearly for the better, while of the other it is impossible 
to speak with confidence until its true operation shall 
have been defined by general orders. It is enacted first (sec- 
ticn 3) that “no creditor shall be reckoned in the compu- 
tation of the requisite majority . unless he proves 
his debt by affidavit or declaration in the manner and 
subject and according to the provisions to be prescribed 
by general orders.” From the wording of this provision 
it is clear that until some general orders have been issued 


determining the matter it is impossible to know what | 


the actual 1:equirements under this section may turn out 
to be, or what may be its probable results. Yet, although 
the Act comes into operation to-morrow (Oct. 11),no orders 
had been issued under it up to the time of our going to press. 
It would seem therefore that this part of the Act must 
for the present remain a dead letter. But, though it is 
not expressly so stated, it seems clear that the proof 
contemplated is a proof before registration; and 
that therefore any creditor wishing the proposed ar- 
rangement to take effect, and his assent to count for 
that purpose, must begin by proving his debt in the first 








a 
instance. The consequence will be that fraudulent or 
sham creditors will have to commit themselves to a pogi.. 
tive statement, subject to the penalties of perjury, Now, 
so far as these penalties go, we do not think much effeg, 
will be produced. Persons engaged in a conspiracy to 
defraud will not, we fear, hesitate much about a perjury 
more or less. But, as we have already said of the lists 
of debts and credits, these definite statements will facili. 
tate the detection of fraud. It appears to us, however, 
very questionable whether this provision will not algo 
tend to prevent bond fide arrangements with creditors, 
Nothing of course but experience can decide the point; 
but we greatly doubt whether real creditors will be at al} 
generally found willing to go to the trouble of proving 
their debts in advance on the mere chance that a sug. 
gested arrangement may ultimately take effect. 

The second change as to the assents of creditors is 
plainly a good one. It has hitherto been a gross in- 
justice that secured and unsecured creditors should be 
reckoned alike, so that creditors having really nothing 
at stake should in some cases dispose of the interests of 
those who have everything at stake. For the future “ip 
the computation of the requisite value, and for all other 
purposes of the deed, the amount due to each creditor, 
after deducting the value of the securities held by him, 
shall alone be reckoned.” Doubts will probably arise 
upon these words whether fully-secured creditors are to 
be taken into account at all in calculating the majority in 
number, though they plainly are not in calculating the 
majority in value. 

The third branch of the Act (sections 5 and 6) em- 
powers any creditor for more than £10 to obtain an 
examination before the Court of the debtor, or any cre- 
ditor, or other person whom the Court shall believe 
to be able to give relevant information. These sections 
are of the less importance and require the less comment, 
because substantially the same powers exist already. It 
may turn out, however, that, with the fuller materials for 
examination which the other parts of the Act will provide, 
the power of examination may more frequently be used 
with advantage than it has hitherto been. 

By a curious oversight, pointed out by a correspondent 
last week, the Act is to come into operation to-morrow 
(Sunday). We have not, however, detected any provi- 
sion in the Act which is likely to be materially affected 
by this mistake. 











RECENT DECISIONS. 


EQUITY. 

ON THE APPORTIONMENT OF LOSS BETWEEN SPECIFIC 
AND ReESIDUARY LEGATEES WHERE THE FUND I8 
INSUFFICIENT. 

Baker v. Farmer, L.J3., 16 W. R. 923, 

Assume a testator to dispose of a definite fund by 
giving out of it certain specific legacies, and then giving 
the residue to A. The rule appears to be, that upon the 
fund becoming diminished, from any cause whatever, all 
the legacies abate alike, the gift of the residue being in 
such a case a gift of an aliquot part of the fund quite 
as much as any one of the specific legacies. Or, as Vice- 
Chencellor Kindersley remarked in Harley v. Moore, 10 
W. R. 146, 1 Dr. & Sm. 623, when a testator is dispos- 
ing of a definite sum, say £600, and says, “I give £100 
each to A. and B., and the remaining £400 to C.,” of 
course the £400 is given as specifically as the £100, 
So if the testator says, “I give £100 to A. and B., and 
the rest to C.,” without specifying the amount, the same 
result follows, it being clear in either case that the gift 
of the rest is equally specific as the gift of the £100, 
whether the actual amount be nayed or not, and where 
a diminution of the fund renders it necessary, the 
specific and the residuary gifts must abate pari pass. 
Page v. Leapingwell, 18 Ves. 463, isan instance of the 
application of the rule. There was @ devise in trust t 
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gell, but not for less than £10,000, and after paying 
away £7,800 in specific legacies, the overplus was to be 
paid to A. The Court held that, upon the devised estate 
peing sold for less than £10,000, A. and the other 

must abate their claims pari passu ; so that A. 
would get eleven-fiftieths of the produce of the sale, 
and the specific legatees together thirty-nine fiftieths, 
whatever it might be. 

In fact the residuary legatee in these cases is not a 
mesiduary legatee in the ordinary sense of the word. 
We look upon a tesiduary legatee, generally speaking, as 
a candidate in the second place for the testator’s bounty, 
who is to get the overplus, if any, when the candidates 
dn the first place, the specific legatees, are satisfied. But 
in the A. B. C. case we have put itis clear that the 
testator means C. to have a definite sum, just as much 
.a3 A. and B., and when the testator says in effect, “I am 
about to dispose of £600, and I give £100 each to A, 
and B., it can make no difference, and does in fact make 
no difference, whether he goes on to say, “and the re- 
maining £400 to C.,” or “and the rest toC.” We sub- 
mit to the consideration of the reader, however, whether 
in Dyose v. Dyose, 1 P. W. 305, which is perhaps the lead- 
ing case of this class, this principle was not carried 
somewhat too far. Lord Cowper perhaps in deciding it 
was moved by the evident hardship of the case. Mr. 
Dyose was worth £20,000. He died, leaving £3,000 to 
-each of his two younger sons, and made his eldest son 
residuary legatee. The executor misapplied nearly all 
the estate. Lord Cowper allowed the eldest son to come 
in pari passu with the younger sons, on the ground that 
the testator must have known what the overplus would 
amount to, and meant the overplus, which in his mind 
assumed a definite form, for the eldest son. Lord 


Cowper, however, did not, as it appears, collect this from 
-any intention disclosed by the will, but gave a state of 
facts dehors the will, which is surely not allowable. 
The testator did not, to judge from the report of the 
-case, attribute in his will any definite amount to the 


residuary gift, Therein the case of Dyose v. Dyose 
-Giffers from our supposed case of A.B. ©., where there is 
-evidence in the will that the testator attached a definite 
‘magnitude to the residuary gift. Dyose v. Dyose, we 
may observe, is condemned by Lord Thurlow in Hum- 
phreys v. Humphreys, 2 Cox. 184. See also Page v. 
Leapingwell (ubi sup.), and Lord Justice Wood in the 
-case before us says that the decision in that case cannot 
‘be supported after the observations which have been 
made on it. 

It is essential that the fund of which the overplus is 
given as residue should be a definite fund, as otherwise 
the ordinary rule will apply, that specific legacies are to 
-be paid in full before the residuary legatee gets any- 
thing. The fund in the present case was not definite; 

it was to consist in part of the proceeds of the sale of the 

*testator’s furniture and household goods, and was subject 
to the payment of his debts; and on this ground the de- 
‘cision of the Vice-Chancellor (reported 15 W. R. 917) was 
-Overruled., 

There is a class of cases of which Lz parte Chadwin is 
a type, to which, under the view taken of the present 
case by the Lords Justices, the present case is not analo- 
.gous, but which were referred to during the argument. 
In Ke parte Chadwin, 8 Swans. 380, the testator directed 
-his executor to lay out £400 on mortgage for the testa- 
tor’s wife’s benefit during her life, and gave the residue 
to another, The widow Jet the £400 lie uninvested in 
‘the executor’s hands. He wasted it, and on the question 
‘being raised between her and the residuary legatee 
‘(whose it was, subject to her life interest), it was held 
that as the fund had been lost through her dealings with 
it, she had lost her priority, and must bear the loss pari 
. passu with the residuary legatee. 

Harley v, Moore (ubi. sup.) more nearly resembles the 
‘Present case, as in that case certain payments were to 
‘be made out of the residue before coming to the resi- 
\duary legatee, Vice-Chancellor Kindersley thought the 





case was not within the rule, as the fund was thereby 
rendered indefinite, and held that the loss which had ° 
been sustained must fall on the residuary legatee exclu- 
sively. 

To conclude, the principle to be deducted from these 
cases is, as we apprehend, this, that the gift of the resi- 
due of a definite fund is to be treated as equally specifis 
with any specific gift made out of it; so that where the 
fund has been diminished by any cause beyond the tes- 
tator’s control, specific and residuary gifts must abate 
pari passu; but in order for the rule to apply it must 
be clear from the will that the testator treated the fund 
as being of a definite amount. 





COMMON LAW. 
CoMPANIES AcT, 1862—ReMoVAL OF NAME FROM 
REGISTER. 
The North Stafford Steel, Sc., Company. Ee parte 
Ward, Ex., 16 W. R. 763. 

Section 35 of the Companies Act, 1862, provides in 
certain cases a summary method of removing a name 
from the register. It enacts that “if the name 
of any person is without sufficient cause entered 
in. . . the register, or unnecessary delay takes 
place in entering on the register the fact of any 
person having ceased to be a member . . such 
person. . . may apply for an order of the 
Court that the register may be rectified,” and under this 
section the Court has jurisdiction to rectify the register 
as it may think fit. In Zz parte Ward an applicatioa 
was made under this section under the following circum- 
stances:—Mr. Ward applied for and obtained an allot- 
ment of sharesin the North Stafford Steel, &c., Company, 
but the whole of the shares into which the capital of the 
company was divided was never subscribed for or allotted, 
and by virtue of the provisions of the articles of associa- 
tion the company could not, under these circumstances, 
commence to carry on their business until a resolution 
was made by the directors authorising them todo s0, 
which resolution had not, in fact, been made. It had 
been decided in an action for a call by the com- 
pany against Mr. Ward that he was not liable 
to pay any calls, and he now applied to have his name 
taken off the register. The application was refused, on 
the ground that section 35 only applies to the two 
cases,—first, where a name is entered on a register with- 
out sufficient cause ;, secondly, where unnecessary delay 
takes place in entering on the register the fact thata 
person is no longer a member. Mr. Ward’s case did not 
fall under either of these heads. His name was pro- 
perly entered on the register upon his own application, 
and it was no alleged that any fraud had been practised 
upon him to induce him to make the application. He 
did not come within the second head, because he had not 
ceased to be a shareholder, although the company could 
not properly begin their business, in consequence of not 
having passed the requisite resolutions. Kelly, C.B., 
concludes his judgment by noticing that Mr. Ward 
might, with the other shareholders, be liable to a 
limited extent for the current expenses of the company, 
even although they could not commence business. 

Channell and Pigott, BB., concurred in this opinion; 
but Martin, B., although not differing from the majority, 
was of opinion that, if there had been an affidavit 
showing that there were not any outstanding liabilities of 
the company, the applicant ought to be relieved. The 
other members of the Court do not, however, appear to 
take this view, as they held simply that the case did not 
come within the section. | 

But evidence of outstanding liabilities could supply 
nothing more tban reason for releasing the shareholders 
if there happened to be machinery for doing so ; two 
distinct contingencies. The Court having settled that 
section 35 of the Act does not contain the machinery, 
the consideration suggested by Martin, B., cannot supply 
it, unless the present state of the company could be con- 
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sidered to relate back to the date when the shareholder 
was registered. It seems, therefore, that the Companies 
Act has provided no summary remedy by which a share- 
holder can get his name struck off in such a case, and 
it is very doubtful whether he would succeed by a bill 
in chancery. 


Bankruptcy Act, 1861, s. 192—UNREASONABLENESS 
OF DEED. 
Wingfield v. Nicholson, Q.B., 16 W. R. 1038. 

It was at last decided not long ago, in Bailey v. Bowen, 
16 W.R. 396, following King’s case (Ke Richmond Hill 
Fiotel Company, 16 W. R, Ch. 57), that “ the reasonable- 
ness of the provisions of a deed ”’ (i.¢., under section 192 of 
the Bankruptcy Act, 1861) ‘‘is a matter for the determina- 
ticn of the creditors,” and it was then held that the Court 
was not “called upen to decide upon the reasonableness 
cf the provision in question in this case, there being no 
incquality between the non-assenting and the assenting 
creditors.” This decision at once put a stop to much 
litigation. It is practically impossible for the Courts to 
decide what is or is not reasonable in the winding up of 
an estate, and as long as the Courts attempted to decide 
such questions there was always much doubt as to what 
deeés would be considered valid as against non-as- 
senting creditors, The judgment in Bailey v. Bowen 
has altered this. Nevertheless questions of reasonable- 
ness may sometimes, although only very rarely, still 
arise, as we pointed out (arte 423) when commenting 
upon Bailey v. Bowen. One of these questions has just 
arisen in Wingfield v. Nicholson, where a deed of in- 
spectorship under section 192 of the Bankruptcy Act, 
1861, provided that the trustees should be indemnified 
out of the estates of the creditors, or otherwise, in 
proportion to the amount of the creditors’ claims re- 
spectively, in respect of all matters which the trustees 
should lawfully do in the management and conduct of the 
estate and business of the debtor. The Court decided 


that this clause was unreasonable 2s against non-assent- 


ing creditors, and that the deed, therefore, did not bind 
them. Blackburn, J., says that the statutory majority cf 
creditors may bind the minority “so far as the debtor's 
estate goes,” but that the majority have no power to im- 
pose any personal liability on the non-assenting creditors. 
Mellor, J., says—* the Legislature never intended to give 
the majority of a person’s creditors a power not only of 
dealing with the estate, but of going beyond that, and 
binding non-assenting creditors beyond the extent of the 
estate.” There could hardly have been any doubt as to 
the result of this case, and so far, therefore, it is not 
very important, but in addition to deciding that the 
clause in question was unreasonable, it lays down a 
clear rule for the decision of such cases for the future. 
The majority have only power “so far as the debtor's 
estate goes,” 


ee 


Lorp CAMPBELL’s Act (9 & 10 Vicr. c. 93)— 
NEGLIGENCE, 
Road v. The Great Eastern Railway Company, Q.B., 16 
W. R. 1040. 

It isan old rule of the common law that a personal 
action for a tort or wrong dies with the person. If, 
therefore, a person is injured by the negligence of 
another, and dies before he has commenced an action, 
his remedy is at common law gone, although if he had 
lived be could have recovered damages for the conse- 
quences of the negligence which injured him. 

Lord Campbell’s Act (9 & 10 Vict. . 93) was passed 
to remedy this state of the law, and it provides in effect 
that when death is caused by the negligence of any one, 
the executor of the deceased shall be entitled to main- 
tain an action for damages for such negligence. In 
consequence of the somewhat peculiar wording of the 
Act a doubt bad sometimes been expressed as to its real 
meaning. It was not quite clear whether the Act gave 
a vew right of action. accruing on the death of a per- 





anne ——.. 
son killed by negligence, or only continued the old right 

to action. The question is a most important one, 
Suppose a person injured by negligence recovers dam 

for the injury, or gives a release of his right of action 

or accepts payment in accord and satisfaction of his 
right of action, and then dies in consequence of the. 
injury sustained, has his executor a new right of 
action, or is that a defence to the action by the executor 
which would be a defence to an action by the person 
injured ? The Court of Queen’s Bench have decided ip 
Read v. The Great Eastern Railway Company, when 
this point arose, that no new right of action is createy 
by the statute, but the old one is continued. This was 
an action by the plaintiff as executrix for damages for. 
the death of her husband, caused by the plaintiff's neglj. 
gence. Plea—that the husband accepted a sum of money 
in full satisfaction and discharge of the cause of action 
which he had against the defendants, The Court held, 
on demurrer that the plea was good. There are probably 
few who expected any other decision, but it is still of 
importance, as there was certainly some doubt on the. 
question. 








REVIEW. 


A Manual of the Practice of Elections in the United Kingdom 
with an Appendix of Statutes and Forms. Third Edition 
By Henry Jerrreys Bususy, Barrister-at-Law. Lon. 
don: Stevens & Haynes. 1868. 

This is a manual intended for the use of returning officers 
and election agents, and is undoubtedly so written as to be 
as intelligible to laymen as to lawyers. The author deals. 
only with the actual election commencing with the writ, 
and concluding with the return, and the not unimportant 
question of the election expenses. He does not deal at all 
with the qualification or registration of voters, nor, except 
by printing the recent Act, with the trial of election peti- 
tions. The question of corrupt practices is, of course, dealt 
with. 

The author does not allude expressly to the question that 
has been raised as to the power of a returning officer to 
reject the votes of the few females who have been allowed 
by the revising barristers to remain on the register. From 
what is said, however, of the duties of the returning officers, 
they would certainly draw the inference (and_we think 
quite correctly) that they have no such power. In alluding 
to the case of Cooper v. Slade in the House of Lords upon 
the question of payment of travelling expenses, in which 
the judges separately expressed very contrary opinions, 
Mr. Bushby uses rather a neat expression, which we do no 
remember to have met with before. He tells us that certain 
questions have had thrown upon them “ several cross lights 
by the case in question. : ; 

We believe that those who have to take practical parti 
the ensuing election will find this a useful and reliable 
guide. It is convenient in form, and of comparatively mode 
rate price. 








COURTS. 
COUNTY COURT. 


LAMBETH. 
(Before J. Pirr Taytor, Esa., Judge). 
Oct. 6.—Harris v. Piper. 
Contributory Negligence—Costs. 

This was aclaim for £5, as damages sustained to plain 
tiff’s cart by reason of the negligent loading of some timber 
on defendant’s waggon. 

The evidence for the plaintiff was to the effect that defen- 
dant’s waggon was at rest laden with railway sleepers a 
Peckham. On the other side of the way there were sev’ 
vehicles which left only room for plaintiff’s cart to pass be 
tween them andthe waggon. A carriage in front of plaintiff 8 
cart passed safely, but when the cart was passing a piece 
timber was thrown from the waggon, and caused the damage 
complained of. The cart appears to have come in contact 
with a projecting sleeper, and so caused the accident. — 

Mr. Pirr Taxzon said the plaintiff had been guilty of 
what was called contributory negligence, and must be nom 
suited. There was nothing to prevent.a waggon from being 
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n as to have part of its load project over the sides, 

Specially in the daylight, as in this case, when the plaintiff 

might have seen any danger before him. 

~ Starling, for the defendant, asked for costs. 
Mr. Prrr ‘T'avtor said there appeared to have been negli- 

ce on the part of the defendant, and he was therefore no 

more entitled to costs than the plaintiff was to recover 

damages. He would, however, hear evidence on the point. 
Starling then adduced evidence, showing that there had 

‘been no negligence on the part of the defendant, and the 

Court allowed the costs of counsel, attorney, and four wit- 


nesses. 





COURT OF BANKRUPTCY. 
(Before Mr. Commissioner Bacon.) 
Unauthorised practitioners. 

Oct. 8.—In a case which stood in the paper, being an ap- 
plication for release, the attention of his Honour was directed 
to the fact that the person asking for the order was not a 

solicitor of the court. 

The CoMMISSIONER said that in matters in chambers he 
would hear solicitors’ clerks, if duly authorised by their 
principals. In the case before him there was no evidence of 
authority, and he should decline to proceed in the absence 
.of the solicitor whose name appeared on the record. The 
case was therefore struck out. 





One other explanation I shall be glad to make to your 
readers generally. I cannot allow the inference to be 
drawn, that I assail the character of the county court judges 
en bloc. I have the honour to know a few whose reputation 
as lawyers and Christian gentlemen stand as high as that 
of the judges of the superior courts, but at the sametime I 
do not shirk the responsibility of stating that a very large 
number of the judges of the county courts are bad lawyers, 
and lack the necessary qualities of a judicial mind. No 
remarks of mine can possibly be understood to apply to such 
able and eminent men as Mr. Rupert Kettle, Mr. Serjeant 
Petersdorff, Mr. George Lake Russell, Mr. Whigham, or 
doubtless many men of the same capacity and disposition 
with whom it is not my privilege to be acquainted. 

Jostan J. MErRman. 





Sir,—I shall be glad if any of your correspondents can 
answer the following queries upon a subject of interest to the 
profession :— 

A solicitor practising as well as agent for country 
attorneys as in “proper” business is about to retire. He 
has bundles of papers relating to various matters of busi- 
ness which have passed through his hands during the last 
fifty years. 

If he retains them he must hire a place to deposit them 
in—many of his clients are dead, and others cannot be 
found. 

1, What are his duties with respect to these papers ? 





| 2. If hedestroys them, does he become liable to an action, 
' and, if so, at whose suit, and what would be the measure of 
| damages (if any) recoverable ? 

| 8. When does the Statute of Limitations begin to run 


APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Frepertck Witu1aM Denny, of Coleman-street, has 
“been appointed a Perpetual Commissioner for taking the 
vacknowledgments of deeds by married women in and for 

the city of London, also in and for the counties of Middle- 
sex and Surrey, and the city and liberties of Westminster. 

Mr. Rosert Gzorce Situ, of New-inn, has been ap- 

inted a Perpetual Commissioner for taking the acknow- 
-Jedgments of deeds by married women in and for the county 
.of Middlesex, also in and for the city and liberties of West- 
-sninster. 








GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE. 


: County Court Commirra.s. 

Sir,—I will bring this correspondence with Mr. Roche to 
-an end by re-calling attention to the issues of the controversy, 
and by a reference to the law. 

In Mr. Roche’s first letter, he stated that a county court 
_ judge could only commit to prison in the cases of fraudulently 
contracted debts or fraudulent concealment of property, and further 
.alleged that when fraud was proven the power of the judge 

was limited to imprisonment for forty days, and in his last 
letter he states that the 22 & 23 Vict. c. 57, limits the 
operation of the 9 & 10 Vict. c. 95, s. 103, in the manner 
described by him in his former communication. 

It would occupy too much of your space to show how 
strangely, either by accident or design, Mr. Roche has con- 
fused the statute law in his own mind. If, however, any 
of your readers will be good enough to turn to 22 & 23 Vict. 
¢. 57 (erroneously printed 37 in Pollock & Nicol, page 
69, appendix to part 1), he will sec that that short statute 
does not indeed affect or refer, in any manner whatever, to 
the 103rd section of the 9 & 10 Vict. c. 95, and the reader will 
also perceive that the 22 & 23, so far from confirming Mr. 
Roche, thoroughly upsets his statement of the law. 

I will ask the reader who has been at the pains to read 
this controversy to also peruse sections 98 and 99 of tho 
9 & 10 Vict. c. 95, which embrace the whole of the statuable 
— of the judge on committals in the first instance, and 

will then ask the same reader tolook at section 103, where 
he will find that the judge has power to order repeated im- 
a for every new default arising out of the same 

I must here decline all further controversy with Mr. 
he for reasons sufficiently patent en the face of his last 

letter. If, however, any member of my own profession, 
having a reputation behind his name, should renew the 
‘Controversy, I should, notwithstanding the numerous calls 
‘upon my time and thought just now, be willing to discuss 
the matter with him in a spirit worthy of tho subject, and 
with a due regard to the proprietics of literary contest. 


| against such right of action (if any) ? 





City, 8rd Oct., 1868. J. E.C. 








FOREIGN TRIBUNALS & JURISPRUDENCE. 


FRANCE. 
Panis. 

The most important judgment given by the Imperial 
Court of Paris, in the course of the legal year which has 
just been brought to a close by the long vacation, and, in- 
deed, the most important from themagnitude of its pecuniary 
consequences which has for along time come from thatCourtis 
that recently given in the case of the directors of the Credit 
Mobilier v. Labouerie, and certain other shareholders of the 
same. That company is by its constitution what is called 
by the law of France a Compagnie anonyme, a name given 
to such companies because they are without a raison sociale 
or name of firm designating any person forming part there- 
of; an exclusive and distinguishing characteristic till the 
introduction of limited companies into the law of France. 

In the early part of 1866 it was deemed expedient-by the 
directors of the Credit Mobilier to double the number of the 
shares, in consequence of the great embarrassments of the 
company, which had sunk a very large portion of its capital 
in the “ Compagnie Inmodiliere,” an ancillary undertaking of 
which several of the directors formed part of the board of 
the Credit Mobilier. Neither the Government, however, 
whose consent at that time was necessary for all such mea- 
sures in anonymous companies, and was given by the decree 
of the 17th March, 1866, nor the public, nor even the share- 
holders were informed of the real cause of the increase in the 
capital of the company,and were on the contrary led to believe 
thatit was brought on by the growing prosperity of the concern, 
It was accordingly voted in the general meeting of share- 
holders of the 12th of February, 1866, and again in that of 
the 1st of March, some doubt having been raised as to the 
validity of the first vote. The real state of affairs, however 
well concealed, was in the end discovered, and, amoung other 
shareholders, one Labouerie, who had taken some of the 
new shares, brought before the Tribunal of Commerce of 
Paris an action against the directors of the Credit Mobilier 
for the recovery of the amount paid by him, grounding his 
demand mainly on the violation of certain formalities 
requisite for the validity of the meeting, and vote of the 
shareholders which had authorized the issuing of the shares, 
and upon the deceit practised by the directors in wilfully 
making certain false statements as to the position 
of the company which had roused his determination to take 
the shares. ‘This demand the ‘Tribunal of Commerce found 
justified, and in consequence gave judgment in favour of the 
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plaintiff; declared void the two meetings of the 12th February 
and the 1st of March, and the resolutions voted therein, by 
reason of the irregularities and deceits of which the directors 
had been guilty, and condemned all of them (save two 
whose functions had begun subsequent to the issue), jointly 
and severally, to refund to the plaintiff the amount paid by 
him for the shares which he had purchased. He had 
taken them at par. The consequences of this judgment were 
clear. 

The resolutions which had voted the issue being declared 
void, the whole issue was void and fell to the ground, and 
it was open to all the other holders of the shares issued to 
bring home to the directors the responsibility arising out of 
the nullity thus decreed, a responsibility truly crushing, 
the issue having been for an amount about equal to the 
o1iginal capital of the company, sixty-three millions of 
francs. The judgment was immediately appealed against 
by the directors. 

Before the Courts the board of directors contended that 
no dcceit had been practised on their part; that they had 
fulfilled all the formalities requisite for the validity of the 
two meetings in which the issue had been voted. They 
likewise pleaded the decree of the 17th of March. This 
decree had been given by the Government on the appli- 
cation of the directors to be allowed to issue the new shares. 
At that time no anonymous company, a class to which, as 
already stated, belonged the Credit Mobilier, could be 
established without the authority of the Government. The 
bye-laws and statutes of the company had to be submitted 
to the Council of State, and it was only upon their approval 
that the Government authorised the final formation of the 
company. And any alteration of the original statutes of 
the company had to go through the same process, and could 
not be put into force without the same investigation, anda 
decree of the Government giving that alteration their 
consent. This investigation and decree the directors 
pleaded in bar against the actions of the shareholders, 
eontending that the decree of the Government had the 
force of a law, to prevent the execution of which the Courts 
were not competent, whatever might be said with reference 
to its operation, and that, therefore, the issue of shares 
made under that decree was to be held as valid, and the 
directors as free from all responsibility from the conse- 
quences thereof. Certain of the directors who had not 
taken any part in the business put in separate pleas 
grounded upon that circumstance, to exonerate themselves 
irom any responsibility that might be laid on the body of 
the directors. 

Several counsel were heard, and the case was argued at 
considerable length. 

The Court held the decree of the 17th of March to be no 
bar to the action of outsiders. The two meetings of the 19th of 
February and 1st of March were held to have been regular, 
and all the forms requisite for their validity to have been ob- 


served. The issue of shares was in consequence decided to ‘ 


be valid,and the subscription of the new shareholders as bind- 
ing upon them. But, finding the accusations of deceit and 
fraudulent statements to be well-grounded against the mem- 
bers of the board, and the subscribers to have been wil- 
fully misled by them as to the real value of the shares, the 
Court held that they were to be made jointly and severally 
responsible for the tort they had thus committed to the 
subscribers. The plaintiff, however, was not allowed the 
full scope of hisdemand. He had sued for the entire amount 
paid by him for the shares, but the Court decreed that he 
should not be given more than the actual damage he had 
suffered—that is, the difference between what he had paid 
and the actual marketable value of the shares, and gave the 
plaintiff time to bring in a statement of the amount. Such 
of the directors ashad proved that they had remained in 
ignorance of the actual state of the affairs of the company 
htt exonerated from the liability decreed against the 
oard. 





AMERICA. 
Circuit Court, Marve Disrricr. 
Lewis Audenreid et al. v. John F. Randall et al. 

Where the consignee of the cargo of a vessel at sea sells the 
eargo and delivers the bill of lading, properly indorsed, to the 
purchaser, the sale is valid and passes the complete title to the 
goods. 

Delivery of the bili of lading is, under the circumstances, a 
sufficient delivery of the goods to take the case out of the opera- 
tion of the Statute of Frauds, 





If the purchaser afterwards refuse to acezpt the goods, vey. 
dor may sell them and recover the loss from the purchaser, 

On the 16th of March, at Boston, A. sold to B. a cargo of 
coal then at sea, and delivered to B., properly indorsed, a bill of 
lading, dated March 13th, at Philadelphia, and also a bill 
sae of the coal, dated also March 13th, though the evidence 
showed that it was in fact made on the 16th, and was part of 
the transaction at Boston on that day, Before the arrival of 
the coal, B. offered A. one dollar a ton to take it off his hands, 
which A, refused. On the arrival of the coal, B. refused ty 
receive it, and claimed that the contract was within the Statute 
of Frauds and void. After some correspondence, A. sold the 
coal at public auction, and brought suit for his loss in the transe 
action. Held, that he was entitled to recover. 


Cuirrorp, J.—Special assumpsit, together with the com- 
mon counts as for goods sold and delivered, and for money 
had and received. Substantial charge of the special counts; 
is, that the plaintiffs, at the request of the defendants, on, 
the 16th day of March, 1865, bargained and sold to the de. 
fendants a certain quantity of coal, called Broadtop coal, 
being the cargo of the brig Russian, then on her voyage 
from Philadelphia to Portland, as per bill of lading of the 
13th of the same month, amounting to 289 tons; and; 
that the defendants subsequently, when the vessel arrived 
with the coul on board, refused to receive the coal and pay 
for the same, as they had agreed todo. Contract price of 
the coal was 11 dols. 50 cents per ton, and freight at 6 dols, 
50 cents per ton. Plea was the general issue, but the parties, 
after the evidence was introduced on both sides, withdrew: 
the case from the jury by consent, and submitted the same 
to the court, under the Act of Congress in such case made 
and provided. Most ot the material facts are withoué dis- 
pute, and they may be stated in a very few words. Plaintiffs. 
were merchants doing business in Boston, and the defendants. 
are citizens of Maine doing business in Portland. Wanting 
to purchase coal, the defendants, on the 16th day of March,. 
1865, called on the plaintiffs at their place of business, and 
inquired if they, the plaintiffs, had any soft coal on the way 
from Philadelphia ; or, if not, whether they would not ship 
them a cargo of such coal ; and being told that the plain- 
tiffs had just received a bill of lading for a shipment of such 
a cargobound to Portland, the defendants inquired if it was 
for sale, and, if so, at what price the plaintiffs would sell 
the coal. Priceasked was 12 dols. per ton for the coal, and 
the freight, which was 6 dols. and 50 cents per ton; but, 
as finally agreed, the price, including freight, was 18 dols. 
Defendants agreed to purchase at that price, and the con- 
signees named in the bill of lading, A. C. Morse & Co., ine 
dorsed and delivered to the defendants the bill of lading, 
which was introduced in evidence by the plaintiffs. Tho 
bill of lading bears date on the 13th day of March, 1865; 
and appears to have been duly executed at Philadelphia 
on that day, and the bill of the coal given by the plain- 
tiffs bears the same date, but the proofs show that it 
was written and delivered at Boston at the time the bill of 
lading was indorsed and delivered by the consignees, and. 
that it was a part of that transaction. Payment was to be 
made in cash, and the plaintiffs proved that they had e 
right to draw for the amount at any time. Freights imme- 
diately declined, and the agent of the plaintiffs, one 
of the eonsignees, about a week after the indorse- 
ment and delivery of the bill of lading, being im 
Portland, where the defendants resided, they requested 
him to sell the cargo to some other party, and offered 
to give him one dollar per ton if he would take the coal off 
their hands. Reason assigned for the request by the de- 
fendants was that they should make a loss if they took the 
coal, but the agent of the plaintiffs declined to accept the 
proposition. Proofs also show that the vessel arrived at 
Portland March 29th, 1865, with the coal on board in good 
condition, and that the master notified the plaintiffs by 
telegraph of her arrival, and that the defendants refused to: 
receive the coal. On the last day of March one of the dee- 
fendants called at the plaintiffs’ place of business, and. 
informed them, or one of the consignees, that the vessel had 
arrived, and requested them to come to Portland and take 
care of the coal or to sell it, and stated at the same time that if 
the plaintiffs would do so they would bear a part of the 
loss, and that they would make up the residue in other. 
purchases of them in the course of the year. Plaintiffs 
refused the proposition, and the defendants informed them. 
that they, the defendants, would have nothing to do with. 
the coal. Response of the plaintiffs to that suggestion was). 
that the plaintiffs, if they, the defendants, refused to receives 
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the coal, would sell it on their account and charge them 
the difference. They also wrote them to that effect on the 
the same -day, in consequence of a telegram from the 
master that the defendants still refused to receive the coal. 
Correspondence between the parties was also introduced in 
evidence, but it contains nothing in addition which is very 
material. Letter ef the plaintiffs to the defen- 
dants, dated March 31st of the same year, shows that they 
received the telegram from the master, and a letter from the 
defendants to the plaintiffs, dated the lst day of April 
following, shows that the defendants on that day enclosed 
to the plaintiffs the bill of lading of the cargo and the bill of 
the coal which they received at the time the contract was made. 
Defendants refused to receive the coal, and thereupon the 
plaintiffs advertised and sold the coal at public auction. 

Principal defence is that the contract was within the 
Statute of Frauds and void. Contract was made in 
Massachusetts, and the statute of that state provides 
that no contract for the sale of goods, wares, or merchandise, 
for the price of 50 dols. or more, shall be good or valid 
unless the purchaser accepts and receives part of the goods 
so sold, or gives something in earnest to bind tho bargain, or 
in part payment, or unless some note or memorandum in 
writing of the bargain is made and signed by the party to 
to be charged thereby, or by some person thereunto by him 
lawfully authorized : Gen. Stat. 327. 

Where the statute does not apply, it may be laid down as 
a well-settled general principle that, if the parties have 
agreed, the one to buy and the other to sell specific 
articles of personal property, of which the price, weight, 
measure, and requisite fitness are definitely prescribed, or if 
the terms of the contract provide suitable means by which 
those qualities or conditions may be ascertained, and the 
articles which are the subject of the negotiation are in the 
state for which the parties contracted, the property passes 
eo instanti, by virtue of the contract of sale and without 
delivery. Repeated decisions have affirmed the rule that 
when the terms of the sale are agreed between the parties, 
and everything the seller has to do with the goods is 
complete, the contract of sale becomes absolute, as between 
the parties, without actual payment of the price or delivery 
of the articles, and the property and the risk of accident to 
the goods vest in the buyer, subject to certain qualifications. 
He is entitled to the goods on payment or tender of the 
price, and not otherwise, when nothing is said at the sale as 
to the time of delivery or the time of payment. But if the 
goods are sold upon credit, and the terms of the contract 
are silent as to the time of delivery, the vendee is entitled 
to the immediate possession, and the right of property vests 
at once in the buyer, subject to the seller’s right of stoppage 
in transitu, if exercised before the former actually obtains 
the possession: Leonard et al. v. Davis et al., 1 Black, 483 ; 
Lome et al.v. Dubois et al., 6 Wall. ; 2 Kent Com. (11th 
ed.) 658 ; Hinde v. Whitehouse, 7 East, 571 ; Holmes v. Crane, 
2 Pick. 599; D’ Wolf v. Harris, 4 Mas. 515; Grosvenor v. 
Phillips, 2 Hill, 147. 

ecutory contracts only are the subject of remark on 

the present occasion, as it is clear that where the contract 
has been in fact fully performed, the rights, duties, and 
obligations of the parties resulting from such performance 
stand unaffected by the statute ; Stone v. Dennison, 13 Pick. 
4; Browne on Statute of Frauds, sect. 116, p. 118. Although 
it is true as between the parties that the property vests in 
the buyer without delivery, when the bargain is complete 
and everything is done by the seller which the terms of the 
contract prescribed, yet it is equally true, as is perfectly 
well established, that, as against every one except the 
vendor, a delivery of possession is necessary in every valid 
Conveyance of personal property: Lanfear v. Sumner, 17 
Mass, 110; Caldwell vy. Ball, 1 Term, 205. Actual delivery, 
however, is often impracticable from the cumbrous nature 
of the article, and sometimes impossible on account of its 
situation, or because not present, as in the caso of goods or 

ps at sea. Symbolical delivery will in such cases be 
Sufticient and equivalent in its legal effect to actual delivery, 
Without the actual manual occupation by the purchaser : 
Leonard et al. vy. Davis et al., 1 Black, 482; 2 Kent Com. 
(llth ed.) 671; Frostbury M. Co, v..N. E. Glass Co., 9 Cush. 118. 
& Delivery of the key of the warehouse in which goods 
sold are deposited, or transferring them on the books of the 
Warehouseman or wharfinger to the name of the buyer, is 
iM general sufficient to transfer the property, under the 

of a proper contract to that effect: Chaplin v. Rogers, 

1 East, 194; Dodsley v, Varley, 12 A, & E. 632, 





So the delivery of the receipt of the storekeeper for the 
goods,being the documen evidence of the title, has been 
held to be a constructive delivery of the goods: Witkestal v. 
Ferris, 5 Johns. 335. Timber, logs, or other lumber floating; 
in the water, are only in the constructive possession of the 
owner, and, under such circumstances, a symbolical deliv 
in case of sale is ail that can be expected, and is amply suf- 
ficient, as between the parties, to pass the title: Ludwig v.. 
Fallis, 17 Me. 166; Boynton v. Veazie,24 Me. 288; Macom- 
ber v. Parker, 13 Pick. 175. Mere words, however, even in 
the case of cumbrous articles, are not sufficient to constitute 
a delivery and acceptance of goods such as the statute re- 
quires. Superadded to the language of the contract, there 
must be some act of the parties amounting to a transfer of 
the possession, and an acceptance thereof by the buyer, as. 
where the seller does some act by which he relinquishes his 
dominion over the property and puts it in the power of the: 
buyer: Shindler v. Houston, 1 Comst. 266, Examples put 
in that case as illustrations are where the key of the ware- 
house was delivered to the buyer, and where the bailee of 
the goods was desired to deliver them according to the con- 
tract. Words only do not constitute either an actual or 
symbolical delivery within the meaning of the Statute of 
Frauds. Extent of the rule, as there laid down, is that 
there must be some act of the parties superadded to the 
language of the contract, which amounts to a transfer of the 
possession of the goods; but the Court do not deny that a 
valid delivery may be made symbolically in cases where an 
actual delivery is impossible orimpracticable. Undoubtedly 
a delivery is necessary to give validity to a sale as against 
subsequent purchasers or judgment-creditors, but it cannot 
be admitted that in cases where an actual manual occupa- 
tion of the articles is impossible, as in case of goods or ships 
at sea, or in case of cumbrous articles no iat delivery can 
be made. Such a delivery is legal and sufficient to pass the 
title, when made in the usual manner and by the usual 
symbol, fitted to prevent fraud and give certainty to the 
transaction. Valid sale of personal property, as against 
subsequent purchasers and judgment-creditors, is sufficient 
to take the case out of the operation of the Statute of 
Frauds, if it appears that the title hecame absolute in the 
buyer, discharged of all liens on the part of the seller. 
When goods are sold at sea, the indorsement and the 
delivery of the bill of lading to the buyer, and the accept- 
ance of the same by him under the contract, are the proper 
substitutes for an actual delivery and acceptance of the- 
goods, and have the effect to vest a perfect title in the- 
buyer, discharged of all right of stoppage é” transitu on the 
part of the seller and indorser of the bill of lading : Newsom 
v. Thornton, 6 East, 41; Pratt v. Parkman, 24 Pick. 42. 
Right of stoppage tn transitu was conceded to the seller 
in order to prevent the injustice which would take place if, 
in consequence of the vendee’s insolvency while the price of 
the goods was yet unpaid, they were to be seized and 
appropriated in satisfaction of his other liabilities, to the 
prejudice of the rights of his unpaid vendor. The vendor’s 
right in respect to his price is not a mere lien which he will 
forfeit if he parts with the possession, but grows out of his 
original ownership and dominion. Such a right attaches to 
goods sold on credit, where nothing is agreed on as to the 
time of delivery. In that state of the case, the vendee is im- 
mediately entitled to the possession, and the property and 
the right of possession vest at once in him; but his right. 
of possession is not absolute, because it is liable to be- 
defeated if he becomes insolvent before he obtains the 
absolute control of the goods: Bloxam v. Sanders, 4 B. & C. 
948; Tooke v. Hollingworth, 5 Term, 215; Lickbarrow v. 
Mason, 5 Term, 683. i 

Goods may be stopped in transitu so long as the transit 
continues, whether by land or water, from the consignor to 
the consignee, and whether they are in the hands of the- 
carrier, warehouse-keeper, wharfinger, or any other middle- 
man connected with the transportation; but the right of 
stoppage ceases when the goods have reached their place of 
destination, and have come to the actual or constructive. 
possession of the consignee: Covel v. Hitcheock, 23 Wend.. 
613 ; Mottrum v. Heyer, 1 Den. 487; Smith Mer. L. 683... 
Possession, actual or constructive, defeats the right of stop-- 
page in transitu, and the bill of lading becomes funetus: 
officio as soon as the goods are landed and warehoused in the- 
name of the holder, as he then becomes — of the goods 
themselves in the eye of the law, and derives his power, not 
from tho bil! of lading, but from such possession. Nothing, 
can be more certain than the rule that, as between the eon 
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cignor and consignee on the one side, and third parties on 
the other, the indorsement and delivery of the bill of lading 
by the consignee of goods at sea, and the acceptance of the 
same by the buyer, under a contract made in good faith, 
defeats the right of stoppoge ix transitu by the consignor. 
Settled rule is, that in such cases, where there has been a 
sale by the consignee which would give a title to the vendee 
as against the consignor, independently of the indorsement 
of the bill of lading, the effect of the indorsement will be to 
take away that right, even in cases where it would other- 
wise exist: Gurney v. Behrend, 3 E. & B. 622; Pennel v. 
Alexander, 3 E. & B. 282. Regarded as consignees, there- 
fore, it is clear that the plaintiffs never had any right of 
stoppage in transitu, as the terms of the sale were absolute, 
and the indorsement and delivery of the bill of lading by 
Morse & Co. were absolute and unconditional. Suggestion 
may be made that Morse & Co. were only agents of the 
plaintiffs, and that the latter were in fact the shippers and 
owners of the coal. Suppose that to be so, and even sup- 
pose that they are not estopped to deny that the bill of lad- 
ing expresses their true relation to the goods; still it can 
make no difference in this case, as the vessel had arrived, 
and the master had notified the defendants that he was 
ready to deliver the cargo, and the plaintiffs two days after- 
wards affirmed the sale, and insisted that the defendants 
were bound by the contract: Rowley v. Bigelow, 12 Pick. 
307; Craven v. Ryder, 6 Taunt. 433. Bad faith is not im- 
puted in this case, and the Supreme Court, speaking to the 
precise point under consideration, say that by the well- 
settled principles of commercial law, the consignee in the 
bill of lading is constituted the authorized agent of the 
owner, whoever he may be, to receive the goods, and by his 
indorsement of the bill of lading to a bond fide purchaser for 
a valuable consideration, without notice of any adverse 
intent, the latter becomes as against ali the world the owner 
of the goods. Itmatters not whether the consignee in such 
a case be the buyer of the goods, or the factor or agent of 
the owner. His transfer in such a case is equally capable 
of divesting the property of the owner and vesting it in the 
indorsee of the bill of lading: Conrad v. Atlantic Ins. Co., 
1 Pet. 445. Same court held, in Gibson v. Stevens, 8 How. 
399, that where personal property is, from its character or 
situation at the time of the sale, incapable of actual delivery, 
the delivery of the bill of sale or other muniment of title is 
sufficient to transfer the property and possession to the 
vendee. Transactions of that character, say the Court, if in 
the usual course of trade, and free from all suspicion of 
bad faith, have the effect to transfer the legal title and 
constructive possession of the property to the purchaser ; and 
the Court expressly affirm the doctrine, that ships at 
sea may be transferred to a purchaser by the delivery 
of the bill of sale, and that goods at sea may be 
transferred by the indorsement and delivery of the bill 
of lading ; and Taney, C.J., adds, that it is hardly necessary 
to refer to adjudged cases to prove a doctrine so familiar in 
the courts: Grove v. Brien et al., 8 How. 486. Actual de- 
livery is a manual transfer of the commodity sold to the 
vendee, and operates to transfer the title in all cases, unless 
it be made upon a condition which prevents such a conse- 
quence. Soa delivery to a common carrier, in the usual 
course of business, is a sufficient delivery to the vendee, 
but the right of stoppage in transitw remains in the vendor : 
Stanton v. Gayer, 16 Pick. 467. But the dona fide transferee 
4or value of a bill of lading, indorsed by the consignee of 
:the shipper takes an absolute title to the goods, free from 
the equitable right of the unpaid vendor to stop the goods 
in transitu as against the purchaser. The obvious reason 
of the rule is, that by such a transfer of the bill of lading, 
the ¢ransitus is regarded as ended, and the rightot stoppage, 
therefore, is gone: Story on Sales, sec. 344, p. 414; Dows v. 
Greene, 24 N. Y. 641; Dowsv. Perrin, 16 N. Y. 826; Gurney 
*v. Behrend, 3 E. & B. 622—637. 

Views of Mr. Browne are, that in order to work an 
-acceptance and receipt of goods purchased, it is not necessary 
that there should be an actual manual possession of them by 
ithe buyer; and he aflirms that the statute requires 
mo other acts of acceptance and receipt than such as are 
consistent with the nature, locality, and condition of the 
rae Substance of his proposition is, that the statute will 

@ satisfied with symbolical acceptance and receipt of the 


goods when the case admits of no other delivery; and he 
expressly states that, in the case of a ship or cargo at sea, 
thé delivery and acceptance of the bill of sale or the bill of 
lading, will suffice to perfect the transfer ; Browne on Statute 





—2 
of Frauds, sec. 818; Badlamv. Tucker, 1 Pick. 389 ; Gardiner 
v. Howland, 2 Pick. 599; Brinley v. Spring, 7 Green. R, 
241. Acceptance and receipt of inaccessible and ponderous or 
bulky articles may be legally accomplished, in the view of 
the commentator, by the performance of any act which 
shows that the seller has parted with the right and claim 
to control the property, and that the purchaser has acquired 
that right: Boynton v. Veazie, 24 Me. 236; Bailey vy, Ogden, 
8 Johns. 424; Edanv. Dudfield, 1 A. & E. N.S. 302. 

Proposition of the defendants is, where manual possession 
of the goods is not taken by the buyer, that “ there must be 
something more than would be sufficient to constitute 
delivery and to change the property at common law; ” and 
if by that it is only meant that a sale may be valid at com. 
mon law, as between the parties, and the contract still be 
within the Statute of Frauds, the proposition may well be 
admitted. Subject to that qualification, the proposition is 
doubtless correct in cases where there is no actual delivery; 
but if the proposition is understood to include cases by parol 
contract, where there is a delivery, though symbolical, yet 
sufficient to transfer the property, not only as between the 
parties, but as against the creditors of the seller and sub- 
sequent purchasers, and to the exclusion of the right of 
stoppage ix transitu, then the correctness of the proposition 
cannot be admitted. Possession as matter of law is not in 
abeyance ; it is somewhere, and if it is not in the seller it 
must, in contemplation of law, be in the buyer; and if g0, 
then it is clear that the case is not within the Statute of 
Frauds. Recent English decisions, it is contended by the 
defendants, assert a different doctrine ; but the cases cited, 
upon careful scrutiny, do not appear to support any such 
conclusion. Take, for example, the case of Meredith vy. 
Meigh, 2 E. & B. 365, which is the first in the series referred 
to as maintaining the proposition. Statement of the case 
shows that the defendants at Handley, on the 12th of April, 
1850, verbally ordered from the agent of the plaintiff at 
that place a cargo of china stone-clay, requesting the agent 
to send it by sea, consigned to certain public carriers at 
Liverpool, for the defendants, and to be insured by the 
plaintiff on their account. Plaintiff resided at Cornwall, 
and the ordinary mode of transportation was by sea to the 
Mersey, and thence by inland navigation. Both parties 
knew that the company named as carriers were engaged in 
transporting goods from the Mersey to the defendants’ place 
of business. Pursuant to the order, the cargo was sent by 
a vessel selected by the plaintiff, and on the 18th of April 
an unsigned copy of the bill of lading was forwarded to the 
inland carriers, with directions that when they received the 
bill of lading they should forward the cargo. Shipment 
was completed the 22nd of April, and the bill of lading, 
duly signed, was sent as directed in the order. On that day 
the vessel sailed, and the 26th of the same month she was 
lost. Notice of shipment was given to the defendants, but 
they remained silent, and there was no evidence that they 
ever saw the bill of lading. Held, that the delivery to the 
master of the vessel selected by the plaintiff was not a deli- 
very to the defendants, and that the silence of the defen- 
dants did not alter their situation, as there was nothing in 
the circumstances which required them to take any action 
in the premises, Some of the judges thought that the case 
might have been different if the bill of lading had been 
received by the defendants themselves, and especially if they 
had dealt with it, or had in any respect acted as the owners 
of the goods. Erle, J., said, “I have no doubt that the bill 
of lading, which is the symbol of property, may be so 
received and dealt with as to be equivalent to an actua! re- 
ceipt of the property itself.” And the Court of Queen’s 
Bench, in the case of Currie v. Anderson, 2K. & EK. 593, 
subsequently so held, although the bill of lading was mado 
out in the name of the plaintiffs. Adjudged cases may bo 
found which seem to imply that there cannot be such an 
acceptance and receipt of the goods by the buyer as will 
take the case out of the statute, unless he has examined the 
goods or done something to preclude him from contending 
that they do not correspond with the contract, but the con- 
verse of that proposition is now well-settled law: Alorton v. 
Tibbit, 15 A. & E. N.S. 428; Parker v. Wallis, 37 Eng. Le 
& Eq. 26; Fitzhugh v. Williams, 5 Seld. 565. 

Next case cited by the defendants is that of Bill v. 
Bament, 9 Mees. & W. 36, which is a case where the sale 
was for ready money, in which the plaintiff was not bound 
to deliver until the payment of the price; and inasmuch as 
there had been no delivery, the Court held that there was 
no cyidence to go to the jury to satisfy tho Statute of 
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Frauds. Reference is also made to the case of Norman v. | signor was not the owner of the gos: but if the assign- 
e: very; 


Phillips, 14 Mees. & W. 278, which was a verbal order for | ment was bona fide, the transfer, 


timber, directing it to be sent to a railway station and 
forwarded to a described place, as had been the practice 
between the parties in previous dealings. The timber was 
sent and arrived at its place of destination, but the defen- 
dant, when notified of its arrival, refused to take it. When 
it arrived it was unaccompanied by an invoice, but one 
was sent in a few days, which was received by the defen- 
dant, and he kept it for a period exceeding a month, and 
then informed the plaintiff that he declined taking the 


timber. Verdict was for the plaintiff. Rule to set it aside | 


and enter a non-suit was granted, which was made absolute, 


as the evidence was not sufficient to warrant a verdict. | 
| the transfer of the property as complete, as they offered to. 


Reliance is also placed upon the case of Farina v. Home, 16 


Mees. & W. 119, although its application is not apparent. | 
Plaintiff shipped goods upon the verbal order of the defen- | 
dant to his own agent, who stored them aud indorsed the | 


warchouseman’s receipt to the defendant, who kept it for | bill of lading and the bill of parcels, without any intimation 


some months, but denied that he had ordered the goods, and 
refused to pay the charges on them. Held, that there was 
no delivery, the warehouseman’s possession being con- 
sidered to be that of the consignee, notwithstanding the 


endorsement of the receipt, until the warchouseman | : 
| of the sale of the cargo, and it was properly sold as required. 


attorned to the vendee. Comment need not be made upon 
adjudged cases, where it appears that the goods remained in 
the possession of the vendor, as it is evident that they do 
not support the proposition of the defendants in this case : 
Castle et al. v. Sworder, 5 H. & N. 281. 
Certain other cases are also referred to, which decide that 
a delivery of goods to the carrier, without more, is not 
such a delivery to the buyer as will take the contract 
out of the operation of the Statute of Frauds, which is 
doubtless correct, as in that state of the case there is no 
_ acceptance of the goods, actual or symbolical, and they are 
still subject to the right of stoppage ix transitu by the 
seller, and every objection as to quality or quantity by the 
buyer: Coombs v. B. § BE. R. R. Co:,3 H. & N.510; Outwater 
v. Dodge, 6 Wend. 400; Howard vy. Borden, 13 Allen, 300. 
Decided cases, where it appears not only that the defendant 
did not accept the goods sent under an order, but that he 
refused to do so, need no comment; and if it appears that 
he merely examined the goods to ascertain their quality or 
quantity, it cannot make any difference, as in such cases 
there is no evidence of acceptance: Kent v. Hutchingson, 3 
B. & P. 282. When goods are in the custody of a third 
person, an order for delivery, with notice to that person, is 
sufficient to pass the property, even as against the attach- 
ing creditors of the vendor: Taxworth v. Moore, 9 Pick. 
347; Carter vy. Williard, 19 Pick. 1; Burge v. Cone, 
6 Allen, 412; Boardman v. Spooner et al., 13 Allen, 
857; Whitaker v. Sumner, 20 Pick. 405. Assent by the 
party, however, in whose custody the goods are, it is said, 
18 necessary to constitute acceptance and receipt under the 
Statute of Frauds; but if the parties agree that he shall be 
considered, as between them, the bailee of the buyer, it is 
not perceived how the acts of the bailee can defeat the 
sale: Bental v. Benn, 3 B. & CO. 423; Farina v. Home, 16 
M. & W. 119. ‘Text writers ‘agree that a mere delivery of 
eth bill of lading is not enough, without a distinct accept- 
ance of the same by the purchaser ; but anything amounts 
to a delivery and acceptance, says Parsons, which was in- 
tended to be so, and was received as such, and which 
virtually puts the goods within the reach and power of the 
buyer; and = the cases enumerated by the author 
where symbolical delivery is sufficient is that of the in- 
dorsement and delivery of a bill of lading: Pars. Mer. L. 
Most recent text writers in England also maintain the 
Same views, and there is no decision to the contrary: 
Maclachl. on Ship, 341; M. & P. on Ship. 143; Chitty on 
C. & M. 403 ; Lickbarrow v. Mason, 6 East, 23. Argument of 
the defendants is, that there is no difference between the case 
at bar and that of an ordinary order; but it is not possible to 
adopt that suggestion, as a different rule prevailed for a cen- 
tury before the revolution. Tho consignee ofa bill of lading, 
said Holt, C.J., has such a ge that he may assign it 
over: Evans y. Martell, 1 Ld. Ray. 271. If the goods 
are dona fide sold by the factor at sea (as they may bo whore 
no delivery can be given), the sale, said Lord Mansfield, 
will be good, and the vendee shall hold them by virtue of 
the bill of sale, though no actual ion is delivered : 
Wright v. Campbell, 4 Burr. 2046 ; Davis et al. v. Bradley et 
al., 23 Vt. 121, Indorsement and delivery of a bill of lading 
passes no title if the instrument was stolen, or if the con- 








, and acceptance of 
the symbol transfers everything which it represents : New- 
som v. Thornton, 6 East, 41. Acceptance in such a case is 
the acceptance of the goods, and has the effect to take the 
case out of the operation of the Statute of Frauds, as it vests 
the absolute dominion of the goods in the buyer, and the- 
right of stoppage in transitu ceases from that moment: Dows 
v. Green, 24 N. Y. 642. Even suppose it were otherwise, still 
the plaintiffs would be entitled to judgment in this case in 
view of the special circumstances set forth in the statement. 
Delivery of the bill of lading, together with the bill of the- 
coal, was made at the date of the contract. Subsequent 
conduct of the defendants clearly shows that they regarded 


pay the plaintiffs one dollar per ton to take it back and re-- 
lease them from the contract. Although the plaintiffs re- 
fused to do as requested, still the defendants retained the- 


that they should not receive the cargo. They substantially 


| repeated the request after the vessel arrived, and the same 
| being again refused, they still retained the muniments of 


title until the 1st of April, when they were returned as de- 
scribed in the statement. Due notice was given of the time 


in such cases. Plaintiffs are entitled to judgment. 








SOCIETIES AND INSTITUTIONS. 


SOCIAL SCIENCE ASSOCIATION. 
Bremincuim.—Tuurspay, Oct. 2. 
Jurisprudence Department. 

Section A.—InTERNATIONAL Law. 

Mr. Vernon Hancovrt, the president, delivered an intro- 
ductory address. After a general sketch of the nature and 
history of international law, he maintained that “it would be 
a great mistake and a serious mischief to deny to.this code of 
international morals the character and the name of law;” 
that “those critics who deny to the International Code the 
name’ of law commit, not only a philosophical error, but, 
what is still more importaat, a political mistake. Even if 
the term were erroneously applied to the rules which govern 
the conduct of nations (which in my judgment it is not), it 
would be in the highest degree impolitic to shake that public 
respect for their dictates which naturally attaches to the 
term law. Where a conflict arises between two nations, in 
which their passions are aroused and their interests involved, 
the great hope of peace rests in the power of resorting to- 
some rule which is recognised as having the force of Taw, 
and which either party may bedisposed to obey.” : 

Mr. R. M. Panxuvurst, LL.D., of Manchester, barrister- 
at-law, read a paper on the question—“ Under what Cir- 
cumstances ought Change of Nationality to be Authorised?” 
He argued that— As to change of nationality, a member 
of a State should have power to denationalise himself by 
the observance of prescribed formalities, and by performance 
of defined acts. (Code Civ., Art. 17.) In order to dena- 
tionalise only the action of the member and the consent of the 
State to which the member wished to enter should be re- 
quired. A formal transfer of allegiance should be made. 
Provision should be made for the temporary return to the- 
State of the member, and also for power to regain his na- 
tionality on the observance of certain formalities. Such 
doctrines would be just to the State and its members and 
consistent with the interest of modern civilisation. Such a 
change was necessary, for by a law of progression relations 
once local had become national, and these again had beccme 
international. 

In the discussion which followed, Mr. Westlake, Mr. 
Jabet, Dr. Waddilove, and others took part. It was brought 
to a close by some remarks from the Cuarrman, who could 
not concur with one speaker, that a difficulty would only 
arise in the event of war. It would arise in the event 
of a person claiming the protection of his own Government, 
for while he remained an English subject he was entitled 
to the privileges of citizenship. He (the Chairman) 
thought that there should be some definite rule by which 
they could say to any person that he was a British subject 
or a foreigner. He should like to see some system of regis- 
tration of a simple kind, because the greater number of 

eople would not go through the forms at present required. 

e suggested that in the event of anyone taking arms in a 
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foreign country, that act should be a sufficient ground for a 
severance of his citizenship with that country which he 
previously claimed as his. 


Section B.—Monicreat Law. 

The special question in this section was, “Is it desirable 
to reorganise our courts, superior and local, and if so, 
on what system ?”’ 

Mr. A. J. Witxtams opened the subject by a paper in 
“which he answered the first part of the question by saying 
that reorganisation was urgently needed. The first step 
towards reorganisation of our civil judicature should be to 
constitute the superior courts of common law, the Court 
-of Chancery, the Admiralty, the Probate and Divorce 
‘Courts, one High Court of Judicature, with a simple and 
uniform formal procedure, so framed that in every kind of 
dispute any question of law or fact might be easily raised 
and intelligibly stated; but while the formal proceedings 
should be uniform and conducted in one central department, 
the hearing of certain classes of causes, requiring special 
treatment, might be delegated to special courts. But the 
most important changes were those required in the consti- 
tution and jurisdiction of local courts, with a view of 
localising civil litigation. The plaintiff should be allowed 
to begin his action in the local court, whatever the nature 
or amount of his elaim. If the county courts were en- 
trusted with the wide jurisdiction here proposed, two 
changes would be absolutely necessary in all important 
cases. The litigant should be able to obtain the assistance 
of counsel, and the judicial power of the Court should be 
increased. In each county there should be a quarterly 
county court, at which the judges for several districts 
should meet. There should be at least three judges, and 
the sittings should be held either immediately before or 
immediately after the quarter sessions. At this quarterly 
court should be tried—all cases which either party required 
to be tried there ; all cases on which a single judge wished 
to obtain the opinion of other judges; all appeals from the 
decision of a single judge on points of law; all applications 
for a re-hearing after refusal by a single judge to grant a 
re-hearing. At present the judge whose decision was 
objected to could refuse a re-hearing. The impropriety of 
this was obvious, and the manner in which the discretion 
had been occasionally exercised had been a matter of grave 
complaint. These quarterly courts would render the pro- 
vinces admirable training ground for younger men, while 
the more important work would still be done in town. 

Mr. Cuaxtes.Neats, M.P. for Oxford, read a paper to 
show that whatever reasons might have once existed for 
the separation of the jurisdictions in law and equity, those 
re had either ceased to exist, or had lost much of their 

‘orce. 

Mr, Danzzt, Q.C., read a paper, the drift of which was that 
—A local tribunal, presided over by a competent judge 
assisted by competent officers, having assigned to it a de- 
finite area, furnished with unlimited jurisdiction in civil 
matters, all distinctions between law and equity being 
abolished, and a simple and expeditious and not costly 
system of appeal from its decisions, would, in the writer's 
opinion, be the solution of the question, “On what system 
our Law Courts should be reorganised ?’’ 

Mr. Witu1am Evans, in a paper, submitted that the 
House of Lords, as an ultimate Court of Appeal, was 
unsatisfactory on the following grounds:—1. The small- 
mess of the tribunal. 2. The occasional exclusion of 
eminent judicial functionaries, whose presence, either 
on the grounds of special knowledge or otherwise, would 
lend much additional weight to its judgment. 3. The 
delay in disposing of the appeals, 4. The expense. 

r. Mozley, Mr. Hodgkin, Mr. Rupert Kettle, and Mr. 
Saunders took part in the discussion which tollowed. 


October 3. 
Section A. 

The first paper read was by Mr. E. G. CrarKxe, who 
maintained the affirmative of the question, “ Ought 
Private property at sea to be exempt from capture during 
war ? 


Papers on the satne subject by Mr. Alfred Field and Lord 
Hobart were also read. 
Secrion B. 
Mr. Mozuzy, the president, delivered an introductory 
address, in which he referred to the three main questions 
for the section. 1. The re-organisation of our courts, 





superior and local ; 2. The law of bankruptcy ; 3. phe Tight 
of a married woman to acquire independent property by 
her own exertions. 

Marriep WoMEN. 

Papers on the subject, “Is it desirable to amend the pre. 
sent Law which gives the Personal Property and Earnings of 
a Wife to her husband?” were read by Mr. Arthur Hobhouge, 
Q.C., Mr. G. J. Johnson, and Mr. W. Stickland Cookson, 

In the course of his paper Mr. Hobhouse showed that the 
rich almost universally resort to marriage settlements to 
secure some property to the wife, and thus act on the theo; 
that the rule of common law is inexpedient. Secondly, he 
showed that the Court of Chancery had gone a long way in 
the same direction, and had thus practically reversed the 
rule of common law in all cases falling under the cog. 
nisance of that court. In this country we have the 
experience of the richer classes, and it is not prone 
or even alleged, that any of the pretended evils pre. 
vail among them. In other countries we have had the 
experience of all classes when the old law has been one 
in consequence of the dissatisfaction it gave ; evils prophe. 
sied here were also prophesied there, but they have been 
found to be unsubstantial. He concluded by urging that 
the proposed change was one of the safest ever offered toa 
nation, for we could predict its results by looking at certain 
classes among ourselves, and at whole communities else- 
where. 

A discussion ensued, in which Mr. Beale, Mr. Rutson, 
Mr. Mozley, Mr. W. Morgan, Dr. Pankhurst, Mr. G, W, 
Hastings, Mr. Frederick Hill, Mr. Gale, Mr. Westlake, &c., 
took part. 

October 5. 
Secrion B.—Tue Marriace Laws. 

A paper was read “On the Report of the Commission on 
the Marriage Laws,” by Dr. A. Edgar, LL.D.; and “On 
the Marriage Laws,” by Dr. Alfred Waddilove, D.C.L. 

A discussion followed in which Dr. Pankhurst, Mr. 
Hurst, of Bradford ; Mr. Clifford, of the Midland Circuit; 
Mr. Hastings, Mr. Mozley, and others took part. 


BankKRvrrcy. 

Mr. W. G. Howereave, of the London Bankruptcy 
Court, read a paper on “ What Amendments are required in 
the existing Law of Bankruptcy.” The principal im- 
provements of the law suggested by Mr. Howgreave were 
the following :—1, a division of bankrupt’s estates into 
two classes, over and under £300; 2, a realization and divi- 
sion of assets wholly by the official assignee or junior official 
assignee ; 3, the appointment of inspectors by the creditors 
to represent them, to act as auditors of the official assignees’ 
accounts, and to haveageneral control over the official as- 
signees ; 4, a diminution of the power of solicitors and reduc- 
tion of their charges; 5, the appointment of an official auc- 
tioneer ; 6, raising the court fund in an equitable manner; 
7, the establishment of a court of appeal, consisting of three 
commissioners ; and 8, granting the court control over com- 
positions and arrangements. 

Other papers on the same subject were read, and a pro- 
longed discussion followed. 


ARTICLED CLERKS’ SOCIETY. 


At a meeting of this society held at the Whittington Club, 
Arundel-street, Strand, on Monday evening last, Mr. 
Stenning in the chair, the draft of the new rules prepared 
by the select committee appointed for that purpose was con- 
sidered and finally adopted. Many important changes are 
effected which it is believed will materially conduce to the 
society’s efficiency and usefulness. Provision is made for 
the union with this of similar societies in the country, and 
advantages are offered to articled clerks who may have 
balceet to those societies on their coming to Londen. 





At Bow-street Police Court on Thursday Mr. Vaughan, 
the sitting magistrate, took an opportunity of asking Mr. 
Marshall, of the Solicitors’ Office, Board of Inland Revenue 
(who was in attendance for the purpose of supporting sum- 
monses against several persons for non-payment of dog 
licences and other offences against the excise laws), whether 
he had mentioned to the Board some observations which he 
had made on a former occasion. Mr. Vaughan reminded Mr. 
Dwelly that several persons had complained that they were 
unaware of the recent change in the law, or that they 


ee get eee etd eet ee a «=e? i «Oe 88 


















Oct. 10,1868. THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. 











——— 
did not know where to apply for licences. He had sug- 

ted that greater facilities should be afforded, and better 
means of publicity provided, so that there need be no 
further complaints from defendants that they did not 
know where to apply or what to apply for. Mr. Marshall 
said that had been stated to the Board, and he 
had to inform the magistrate that the Commissioners of In- 
land Revenue had for some time past been in communication 
with the Postmaster-General with a view to arrangements 
being made for the issue by that department of licences to 
keep dogs. The correspondence between the two depart- 
ments had so far progressed that notice would be given to 
the public on or before the 1st of January that such licences 

ight be obtained on and after that date in two ways:— 
First, they might still be obtained from the collectors and 
supervisors of the Inland Revenue and from the distri- 
butors of stamps, which is in accordance with the pre- 
sent regulations ; and, in addition, after that date they 
will be issued at all the post-office money-order offices. 
Mr. Vaughan said it was very desirable that publicity should 
be given to this statement through the press, as it was im- 
portant that the public should be well informed upon the 
subject to avoid the complaints he had referred to, and in 
order that for the future people should know where to apply 
and should be aware of all the facilities open to them. Mr. 
Marshall said it might be as well to state, for the informa- 
tion of the public, that the dog licence duty is payable on 
the first of January in each year in advance. The assessed 
tax (which existed before the licence duty was imposed) 
was charged after the 5th of April for any dog kept at any 
time during the previous year; so that persons who kept 
dogs between the 6th of April, 1866, and the 5th of Apmil, 
1867, would not be applied to until after that date. The 
summonses heard on the present occasion presented no 
special feature of interest. In some a mitigated penalty 
was imposed, and the defendants were recommended to 
apply fora further reduction by petition to the commis- 
sionners. Others were adjourned. 

A foreigner ignorant of our domestic history must be 
rather puzzled, one would imagine, at the Imperial tolerance 
of a quasi-independent government in a small island on the 
north-western seaboard of Great Britain. The Isle of Man, 
with less than half the population found in several London 
parishes, has itsown “civil government,” raises its own re- 
venue, and pays its own “civil list.” It appears from the 
account between her Majesty’s Customs and the civil 
government of the Isle of Man for the year ended on the 
sist of March, 1868, that the funds collected from custems 
at the three ports of Castletown, Douglas, and Ramsay 
amounted to £45,235 7s. 7d., that certain fines, &c., 
realized £530 14s. 7d., and that the balance at the 
commencement of the year, including £977 18s. 1d., 
“erroneously charged against the island in the quarter 
exding the 3lst of March, 1867,’ was £10,422 9s. 8d., thus 
making the available income £56,188 11s. 10d. The expen- 
diture for the same period is thus accounted for :—Effec- 
tive and non-effective charges, £3,316 8s. 3d. ; civil lists, &c., 
£12,252 11s, 2d.; harbours, £2,300; payment to Bank of 
England of one-ninth of the revenue to credit of ‘customs 
fund,” £5,009 16s. 5d.; ditto to credit of “ accumulated 
fund,” £9,280 1s. 4.; paid by educational department, 
£1,605 10s. 10d.; ditto by war department for volunteers, 
£1,056 4s.; interest of loans on Port Erin and amount due 
to exchequer, £10,000; and balance due to is- 
land authorities, £11,367 19s. 10d.. Of the last sum 
£10,209 4s. 11d. is described as “ surplus unappropriated for 
the year to March 31, 1868.” Smallas the whole budget is, 
difficulties of verification crop out, asin graver accoun ts. 
‘The Auditor-General in his resport to the Treasury, says :— 
“I have to observe that no account has yet been furnished 
in respect of the sum of £2,300, under the head of 
‘Harbours,’ paid to the Receiver-General of the Isle of 
Man, to be applied, according to the provisions of the 4th 
scction of the Act 29 Vict., c. 23, for the lawful purposes of 
the Harbour Commissioners, mentioned in the Act 8 & 9 
Vict. c. 94, s. 25.” The same officer cannot verify the 
sums expended on account of Admiralty War Office 
services. ‘The present system of audit of the accounts of 
those by this office (Audit Office) does not enter sufficiently 
into details.”’— Pall Mall Gazette. 

Tue Cuancery OctoneR Divipenps.—On the 15th inst., 
and the two following days, the office of the Accountant-General 
of the Court of Chancery will be opened for the payment of the 
October dividends. 


COURT PAPERS. 


CHANCERY VACATION. 
The Master of the Rolls will attend at the Rolls House- 
on Monday, the 12th of October, 1868, from eleven a.m. 
till three p.m. 





PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


Last Quotation, Oct..9, 1868. 

{From the Oficial List of the actual business transacted.} 
GOVERNMENT FUNDS. 

3 per Cent. Consols, 944 Annuities, April, 85 
Ditto for Account, Nov., 943 Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 1908 
8 per Cent. Reduced, 934 Ex Bills, £1000, per Ct. 20 pm 
New 3 per Cent., 934 Ditto, £500, Do 20 pm 
Do. 34 per Cent., Jan, 794 Ditto, £100 & £200, 20 pm 
Do. 23 per Cent., Jan. 794 Bank of England Stock, 4 per 
Do. 5 per Cent., Jan. ’73 Ct. (last half-year) 245 
Annuities, Jan. ’80 — Ditto for Account, 


INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES. 

India Stk., 10} p Ct.Apr.’74, 215 Ind. Enf. Pr., 5p C., Jan.’72 106 
Ditto for Account Ditto, 54 per Cent., May,’79 ILL 
Ditto 5per Cent., July, ’80 114}? Ditto Debentures, per Cent., 
Ditto for Account, — April, 64 — 

Ditto 4 per Ceat., Oct. 88 104 Do. Do., 5 per Cent., Aug. 73 1052. 
Ditto, ditto, Certificates, — Do. Bonds, 5 per Ct., £1000 25 pm 
Ditto Enfaced Ppr., 4 per Cent. 92}| Ditto, ditto, under £1000, 25 pm 











RAILWAY STOCK. 




















































Shres. Railways. |Paid, | Closing ° 
Stock | Bristol and Exeter 100 73 
Stock | Caledonian........... 100 705 
Stock | Glasgow and South-Western 100 95 
Stock | Great Eastern Ordinary Stock «| 100 403 
Stock Do., East Anglian Stock, No. 2 ......... 100 83 
Stock | Great Northern 100 108 
Stock Do., A Stock* 100 107 
Stock |} Great Southern and Western of Ireland} 100 97 
Stock | Great Western—Original .........c00-s-0000e| 100 492 
Stock Do., West Midland—Oxford | 100 31 
Stock Do.,do.—Newport ....... 100 30 
Stock | Lancashire and Yorkshire 100 1284 
Stock | London, Brighton, and South Coas 100 5i¢ 
Stock | Lor don, Chatham, and Dover... -| 100 18 
Stock | London and North-Western..........esss00 | 100 1124 
Stock | Lundon and South-Western ........ eeeenes 100 885 
Stock | Manchester, Shetiield, and Lincoln......... 100 474 
Stock | Metropolitan .| 108 107 
Stock | Midland ......... 100 112 
Stock| Do., Birmingham and Derby ........0« 100 79 
Stock | North British ... 100 32 
Stock | North London 100 118 

10 Do., 1866 11g 
Stock | North Staffordshire 100 574 
Stock | South Devon 100 4i4 
Stock | South-Eastern 100 774 
Stock | Tatt Vale. 100 148 

















* A receives no dividend until 6 per cent. bas been paid to B, 








Money Market AND City INTELLIGENCE. 

The markets for all kinds of securities have been characterized 
throughout the week by the same dulness and stagnation as 
during the week or two preceding, and with rather a downward 
tendency. In the foreign funds there has been on the whole a 
slight decline. In railway stock little has been doing, and rates 
remain without substantial change. The bank rate of discount 
is unaltered. 








ADMISSION OF ATTORNEYS.—There are ninety-eight original 
applications for admission as attorneys in the ensuing Michael- 
mas Term, besides a number of re-admissions. 


BARRISTERS AND ATTORNEYS IN JaMarca.—Some solici- 
tors of good position desire to see a fusion between the two 
branches of the legal profession in this country, and the opinion 
of Mr. Justice Hannen is quoted in favour of such a project. 
In some of our colonies, at all events, the distinction 
between barrister and solicitor, and the attempt to pre- 
serve the stiff etiquette which exists at home, ought to 
be at once abandoned. We believe that in Jamaica at 
the present moment there are only three gentlemen wlo 
can appear 'as advocates in the Supreme Court, and «ne 
of these is the Attorney-General. The Jamaica judges 
insist on the right of pre-audience, and solicitors are therefore 
practically shut out from pleading in the Supreme Court. It is 
not right that the choice of suitors should be thus restricted. 





The Jamaica bar, like that of some other colonies, has gradu- 
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‘ally dwindled in numbers, and is not likely to be recruited from 
England; whatever we may do at home, the sooner both 
branches of the profession there are thrown open the better.— 
Pali Mall Gazette. 








ESTATE EXCHANGE REPORT. 


AT THE MART. 
Oct. 5.—By Messrs, WHITTINGHAM. é 
Freehold plot of building land, fronting the High-road, Wimbledona— 
Sold for £140. 


AT GARRAWAY’S. 
Oct. 6.—By Mr. Frep. A, MULLETT. 

Leasehold, the Norfolk-square Hotel, and 3 houses, Nos. 2, 4, and 6, 
Norfolk-square, Hyde-park ; term, 30 years from 1862, at £100 per 
anuum—Sold for £990, 

Leasehold residence, No. 11, Bentinck-street, Manchester-square, annual 
value £!20; term, 40 years from 1860, at £20 per annum—Sold for 
£920. 





BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. 
STEWART—On Sept. 27, at 50, Boundary-road, St. John’s-wood, the 
wife of Charles Stewart, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, of a son. 
MARRIAGES. ; 
PLASKITT—COWIE—On Oct. 2, at St. Mary’s Church, Spring-groves 
Isleworth, Joseph Plaskitt, Esq., Solicitor, of Lincoln’s-inn, to Emily 
Julia, daughter of the late John Cowie, Esq., of Calcutta. 
DEATHS. 
ALDRIDGE—On Sept. 23, at Poole, Henry Mooring Aldridg2, Esq., 
Solicitor, in the 69th year of his age. 





LONDON GAZETLES. 
aM inding-up of Joint Stock Comyances. 


Limited IN CHANCERY. 
Farivar, Oct. 2, 1868. 

Imperial Hotel Company, Dover (Limited).—Petition for winding up, 
presented Sept 23, directed to-b2 heard before the Master of the Rolls 
on the next petitloa day. Bailey, Tokenhouse-yard, solicitor for the 
petitioners. 

Panama, New Zealand, and Australian Royal Mail Company (Limited). 
—Petition for winding up, presented Oct 1, directed to be heard before 
Vice-Chancellor Malins on the first petition day in November. Val- 
lanee & Vuliance, Essex-st, Strand, solicitors for the petitionars. 

Toespar, Oct. 6, 1868. 
STANNARIES OF CORNWALL. 

Trevenen and Trevenheere Mining Company.—Petition for winding up, 
presented Sept 14, directed be heard before the Vice-Warden at 
the Prince’s Hall, Truro, on Nov 11, at 12. Affidavits intended to be 
used at the hearing, in opposition to the petition, must be filed at the 
Registrar’s Office, Truro, on or before Nov 3, and notice thereof must 
at the same time be given to the petitioner or his solicitor. Cock, 
Truro, solicitor for the petitioner, 


Hriendtly Societies Dissolbed. 
Tuespayr, Oct. 6, 1868. 
Leicester Provident Society, Granby-st, Leicester. Oct 5. 


Creditors under 22 & 23 Wiel. cap. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Fripay, Oct. 2, 1868, 
Baker, Wm Walton, Letchworth-hall, Hertford, Farmer. 
Whitehead, Cambridge, 
.Berrow, Mary Ann, Kingston, Hereford, Widow. Dec 1. James & 
Bodenham, Hereford. 
Blackailer, Stephen, Steyning, Sussex, Engineer, Nov 9. Dale & 
Stretton, Gray’s-inn-sq 
Bradshaw, John, Bernard Heath, Hertford, Gent. Decl. Annesley, 
St Albans. 
- Clavering, Eliz Henrietta, Cheltenham, Gloucester, Spinster. Dec 1. 
Spours & Carr, Alnwick. 
Ciifford, Hannah Louisa, Cheltenham, Gloucester, Widow. Nov 1. 
Gwinnett & Co,Cheltenham. 
Crisp, Thos Steffe, Bristol, President of the Baptist College. Nov 30. 


Harwood, Bristol. 
a ewe, Downend, Gloucester, Spinster. Oct 31. Stubbs, 
ristol. 
Fox, Sam!, Nottingham, Gent. Dec 31. Clarke & Co, Nottingham. 
Gilling, Thos Benj, Cheltenham, Gl » House Agent. Oct 15, 
Gwinnett & Co, Cheltenham. 
» Grimshaw, Acn, Leeds, Widow. Dec 21. Payne & Co, Leeds. 
Haldane, Major-General Chas, Cheitenham, Gloucester, Oct 21. 
Gwinnett & Co, Cheltenham. 
- Ive, John, Hampton Court, Batcher. Oct $1. Sharp, Gresham-house, 
Old Broad-st. 
Jones, Catherine, Sway, Southampton, Widow. D2 24. Moore, Ly- 
mington. 
. Keen, Sarah, Chipping Campden, Gloacester, Widow. Decl. Han- 
cock & Hiron, Shipston-on-Stour, 
Norris, Sophia, Sion-hill, Isleworth, Widow. Dec 7. Woodbridge & 
Sons, Brentford, 
. Powne, Catherine, St Blazey, Cornwall, Widow. Nov 5. Elworthy & 
Co, Plymouth. 
Scobie, Edwin, Esher, Surrey, Tailor, Nov 30, Lovering & Minton, 
Gresham-st, 
: Shuter, Richd, Sloane-st, Chelsea, Gent. Oct 15. Hassey, Gt Knight 
Rider-st, Doctors’-commons, 


dan 1, 








Southey, Joseph Thos, Bristol, Factor, Dec 21. Prideaux & Clark, 
Bristol. : 

Tew, Ann, Wellington, Salop. Oct 24. Marcy, Wellington. 

Unthank, Emma, Kendal, Westmorland, Widow. Oct 3'. Bolton, 
Kendal. : 

West, Jas Atkinson, Seaton Carew, Durham, Esq. Dec 10. Tura. 
bull & Bell, West Hartlepool. 

Yerbury, John, Bishopsgate-st Within, Tobacconist. Nov 21. Heath 
& Parker, Si He!en’s-pl, 


Tuespay, Oct. 6, 1868. : 
Armytage, Charlotte, Northampton, Spinster. Jan lt, Britten, North. 
ampton. 
Bent, Mary Ann, Edgbaston, Warwick, Widow, Jan 3. Rylanig 
Martineau, Birm. 
Boorman, Saml, Salehurst, Sussex, Farmer. Dec 7. Philcox, Bur. 


wash. 

Christy, Benj, Ashwell, Hertford, Farmer. Dec 12. Masterman, 
Pancras-lane. 

Prince, Jas Callaway, Pear-tree-green, Southampton, House Agent, 
Dec 1. Hickman, Southampton. 

Thompson, Rev Hy, Fraut, Sussex, Bart. Nov 5. Farrar & Co, 
Lincoln’-inn-fields. 

Thompson, Augustin, Staffurd,Gent. Nov 10, Slater, Darlaston. 


OGceds registered pursuant to Bankruptcy Act, 186), 
Frrpay, Oct. 2, 1868, 

Bailey, Anne Maria, Cheltenham, Gloucester, Widow. Septl8. Asst, 
Reg Oct 2. 

Baker, Sarah Ann, Southsea, Southampton, Mason. Sept 19. Asst. 
Reg Sept 30. 

Baker, Thos, Minshull Vernon, Chester, Farmer. Sept 25. Comp. 
Reg Sept 30. 

Bartley, Edwin, Durdham Down, Bristol, Accountant. Sept 28, 
Comp. Reg Oct 2. 

Beaumont, Geo, Wooldale, York, Innkeeper. Sept 17. Comp. Reg 
Oc 


tl. 

Beazley, Emanuel, Crown-ct, Threadneedle-st, Share Deealer. Sept 21. 
Comp. keg Sept 30. 

Beesley, Chas Albert, Camden-pl, Blackheath, Draper. Sept 18. Asst. 
Reg Sept 30. 

Bouldstridge, Edwd Fras, Upper Ashby-st, Clerkenwell, Jewelle”, 
Sept 28. Comp. Reg Sept 29. 

Burgoyne,Wm, Birm, Builder. Sept 4. Asst. Reg Oct 2. 

Cadman, Jas, Wolverhampton, Staffurd, Timber Dealer, 
Comp. Reg Octl. 

Calisher, Bertram Jas, Birm, Gan Manufacturer. Sept 29. 
Reg Sept 29. 

Cartwright, Matilda, Prince’s-erd, Stafford, Spinster. Sept 19. 
Comp. keg Oct 1. 

Chamberlain, Alfred, Crawford-st, Marylebone, Wardrobe Deaier. 
Sept 17. Comp. Reg Sept 30. 

Chaudler, Thos, Bristol, Draper. Sept 10. Asst. Reg Sept 29. 

Cohen, Nathaniel, Gt Prescott-st, Goodman’s-fields, Clothier’s Assist- 
ant. Octl. Comp. Reg Oct 2. 

Coppins. ems, Bath-pl, Dalston-lane, Builder. Sent24. Comp. Reg 

cb 


Sept 7. 
Comp. 


Davies, John, Ludlow, Salop, Tailor. Sept 15. Asst. Reg Oct 2. 
Dean, Wm, Abingdon, Journeyman Ironfounder. Septs. Asst, Reg 
tl 


Dickinson, John, Manch, Draper. Sept 21. Asst. Reg Oct 1. 
— Robt, Birm, Clock Manufacturer. Sept 15. Comp. Neg 


ct 2. 
— Jas, Bolton, Lancaster, Innkeeper. Sept 22. Comp. leg 


= aa Treforest, Glamorgan, Grocer. Sept 28. Comp. Reg 

ct 1. 

Falk, Simon, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Travelling Jeweller. Sept 24, 
Comp. Reg Oct}. 

Fitzgeraid, Cornelius, Albert-st, Newington Butts, Clerk. Oct 2. 
Comp. Reg Oct 2. 

Fletcher, Hy, Portsea, Southampton, Ironmonger. Sept 28. Comp, 
Reg Sept 30. 

Frankel, Solomon, & Fredk Kulow, Lpool, Ship Store Dealers, Sept 19. 
Asst. Reg Oct 2. 

Gagg, Benj John, Bristol, Carpenter. Sept 28. Asst. Reg Oct l. 

by 5 ae Kirkdale, nr Lypool, Hosier, Sept 8. Asst. Neg 


pt 30. 

Gregg, Hy, Sheffield, Grocer. Sept 12. Asst. Reg Oct 1. 

Hargreaves, Hy, Lawton, Chester, Coal Merchant. Sept 28. Comp. 
Reg Sept 30. 

Harrison, Wm King, Birm, Tobacconist. Sept 26. Comp. Reg 

—_ Pasa Sunderland, Durham, Builder. Sept 2. Comp. Reg 

pt 29. 

Henderson, Vonstantine, Cottage-grove, Commercial-rd, Peckham, 
Architect. Sept 30. Comp. Reg Oct 1. 

Henstcck, Jas, Sheffield, Carter. Sept 23. Comp. Reg Oct 1. 

Hewett, Augusta Charlotte, South-pl, Albion-rd, Stoke Newington, 
Widow. Sept 12. Comp. Reg Sept 29. 

Holbrook, John, West Strand, Hatter. Sept 29. Asst. Reg Oct 2. 

Home, Danl Dunglass, Jermyn-st, St James’, Gent. Sept 23. 
Comp. Reg Sept 30. 

Hopkins, Joseph Braithwaite, Llanelly, Carmarthen, Manager of & 
Public House. Sept i2. Comp. keg Sept 29. 

sey Wm, Oxford-st, Mantle Maker. Sept 20. Comp. Reg 
ct 


Harst, Fredk Wm, Colchester, Essex, Manufacturing Clothier. Sept 3. 
Asst. Reg Oct |. 
Jones, Hy, Lpovl, Baker. Sept17. Comp. Reg Oct 1. 
—_ — Caerphilly, Glamorgan, Ironfqander, Sept 26, Asst. 
eg Oct |. : 
Seem Oe, Trecynon, Glamorgan, Grocer. Sept 17. Comp. Reg 
t 


a, Sem, Birkenhead, Chester, Coal Merchant. Sept 30. Comp. 


eg ; 
os 7 ali Oldswinford, Worcester, Miller. Sopt 5. Asst, Rez 
ctl. 
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King, Chas Dawson, Northampton, Accountant. Sept 18. Comp. 


0. 
Levy, a Catan jel, 4 ie Foreman to a Meat Salesman. Sept 17. 
, Reg Sept 3 
ae - & Wm Walker, Leeds, Groc2ra, Sept 21. 
Reg Sept 2 
Sept 17. Asst. 


Mackenzie, i 
nr Epsom, Surrey, Builder. 


Comp. 
Walsall, Stafford, Draper, Reg 
£2. 
Pa Edwd, Wee ee Hill, 
Sept 29. Comp. Reg Sept 3 
McGee, Wm, Plumstead, , sl Clerk. Sept 30. Comp. Reg 
t 
sor Wm, Manch, Boot Manufacturer. Sept 29, 
Oct I. 
Morris, “Edwin, Bristol, Baker. Sept 4. Asst. Reg Oct 1 
Moses, Morris. Langley-p!, Commercial-rd, General Dealer. Sept 29. 
Comp. Reg Oct |. 
Nelson, Andrew, jun, Burnley, Lancaster, Blacksmith. Sept4. Asst. 


Reg Sept 30. 
een. Hy Chas, Prisoner for Debt, London. Oct1. Comp. Reg 


Comp. Reg Oct 2. 
Sept 10. 


Comp. Reg 


Oct 1 
Oz, Sarah, Worcester, Bookseller, Sept 4. 
Pargeter, John Lamburn, Yiewsley, Middlesex, Grocer, 


Asst. Reg Sept 30. 
=” Wm, Osford- rd, Ealing, Gent. Sept 7. 


tl. 
nae Wm, Kingsland-green, China Dealer. Sapt 14. Comp. Reg 


Comp. Reg 


Ov 

Reynolds, Thos Hancock, Newcombe Regis, Dorset, Grocer. Sept 26. 
Comp. Reg Sept 30. 

Richardson, Ralph Burlinson, Leeds, Cloth Merchant. Sept 4. 
Reg Sept 30. 

flr Joseph, & Fredk Mallett, Leeds, Oil Merchants. Sept 26. 


Reg Sept 30. 
toss, Hugh, Kingston-on-Thames, Surrey, Draper. Aug 8. 


Reg Oct 

sha Nathaniel, Manch, Baker. Sept 2!. Comp. Reg Sept 29. 

Strode, Andrew Adams, Coleford, Somerset, Miller. Sept 18, Comp. 
Reg Sept 30. 

Valters, Wm, Braintree, Essex, Brewer. Aug 24. Asst. Reg Sept 30. 

Wakefield, Thos, Altrincham, Chester, Beerseller. Sept 22. Comp. 
Reg Cct I. 

Walkington, My sho, Bradford, York, Cabinet Maker. 
Reg Sept 3 

Wheeler, +. > ai Berks, Licensed Victualler, 
Comp. keg Sept 3 

bay sm Thos Robt, Portsmouth, Southampton, Shipbuilder. 

Comp. Reg Sept 3 

Wilding, re Swansea, Glamorgan, Hay Dealer. Sept 25. 
Keg Sept 3 

Withams, Wa, Rhymney, Monmouthshire, Bakere Sept li. Asst. 
Reg Oct 1 

w a David Rogers, Bacup, Blacksmith. Sept 4. Comp. 


Comp. 
Comp. 
Comp. 


Sept 16. Comp. 
Sept 3. 
Sept 14. 

Asst. 


Reg 


Woods, “John Edwd, Somerset, Diader, nr Wells, out of business. 
S2pt22. Comp. Reg Oct 1. 
TvEspDaY, Oct. 6, 1863. 
Bi yal Wm Rawling, Chester, Boo: Daaler. Sept 8. Asst. 
Oct 
Sept 8, 


Comp. 


Reg 


Baker, Wm, Melton Mowbray, Leicester, Cheesefactor, Asst. 


Reg Oct 3, 
— Chas Bengeo, Hertford, Oct 1. 


63 
— Richd, Radcliffe, Lancaster, Drysalter. Sept 8. Asst. Reg 
Sept 25. Asst. Reg 


Barnes, Wm Ryley,  apeeh de Warwick, out ofemployment. Sept 29. 
Comp. Reg Oct 

Barnes, Thos handed Waste Dealer, Oct 1. Comp. Reg Oct 2. 

barnes, Jas, Bristol, Licensed Victualler. Oct 3. Asst. Rez Oct 6. 

Boxter, Chas T hos, Nottingham, Licensed Victualler. Septl9, Asst, 
Keg ict 

Blickey, Jas, Uxbridge, Clothier. Sept 21. Comp. Reg Oct 2. 

Kilackton, Jas, Long-acre,Carver. Sept 29. Comp. Reg Oct 3. 

Brenner, pays Westow-st, Upper Norwood, Tailor. Sept 25. Comp. 


Reg Oct 5 
B: — Ann, Elsecar, York, Confectioner. Sept 14. 
et 
Sept 7. Reg 


Cargil, Wm Walter, Lincoln’s-inn, Esq. Sept 21. Asst. Reg Oct 5. 
Chapman, Geo Owen, Doncaster, York, Grocer. Sept!9. Comp. Rez 


Oct 2. Asst. 
Sept 24. 


Grocer. Reg 


— Eleanor Martha, Strand, Booksel‘er. 


Comp. Reg 


Bryant, Benj, Bath-et, City-rd, Bookseller. Comp. 


chard Thos Norman, Crewkerne, Somerset, Bootmaker. 

leg 

Chisholm, Saml Robertson, North Shields, Confectioner. 
Comp. Beg Oct 3. 

Ci tey, Thos, y Boor Railway Clerk. Sept19, Comp. Reg Oct 6. 

Co'es, Fras Ewens, Amhurst-rd, East Hackney, Ironmonger. Sept 30. 
Comp. Keg Oct 2, 

C.oper, John Gregory, aaa Cambridge, Veterinary Surgeon. 


Sept7. Asst. Keg 
Cooper. Wm Hy, Birm, Comm Agent, Sept18. Asst. Reg Oct 3. 
Oct 1. Comp. Reg 


~ - John, ’ Water'oo-rd, Comm Agent. 
et 
Dineby, Jas, Manch, Fent Dealer. Sept 8. Asst. Reg Oct 3, 

wat Geer Monks Coppenhall, Chester, Grocer, Sept 29. Comp, 
Donaldson, David, Lpool, Draper. Sept 11. Asst. Reg Oct 6. 
Driver, Lewis John, Sheffield, Draper. Sept 12. Asst. Reg Oct 5. 
Evans, Fredk Mullett, Glouces:er-crescent, Regent’s-pk, Gent. 


Oct 5. Comp. Rex Oct 6. 
— Hy Jas, Paddington-st, Carver. S2pt 28. Comp. 


Foulkes, Wm, Sevenoa's, Kent, Builder. Sept18. Asst. Rag Oct 6. 
‘ennings, Edwd Jas Nisbet, Strood, Kent, Civilian Officer in the Coast 
Guard Service. Oct 1, Comp. keg Oct 6. 


Reg 





Ferguson, Wm Sam, William’s-cottages, St Ann’s-rd, Brixton, Flour- 
Dealer. Oct 2. Comp. teg Oct 3. 
Fitch, Rebecca, Queen's-rd, Ba;swater, Widow. Sopt 29, 


Reg Oc t 6, 
Fletcher, Wm, Girlington, York, Tailor. Sept 25. 


Comp. 
Reg 
Comp. Reg, 
Reg 
Comp. 


Comp. 
Oct 3. 
Ford, Wm, Red Lion-st, Clerkenwell, Lapidary, Sept 21. 
3 
Oct 2. 
Oct 2. 
Asst. 


Fullalove, Wm Dixon, Manch, Auctioner. Comp. 
t5 


ict 5. 
Garrard, Hannah, Plumstead-common-rd, Grocer. 
Reg Oct 5. 
— Richd, Pitfield-st, Hoxton, Grocer. 


Sept 25. Reg 


a ~ Essex House, Wimbicdon, Grocer. Sept 28. Comp. Reg 
t 
Sept 26. 


Harrison, shee, a Mill, Harrietsham, Kent, Widow. 


Comp. Reg 
Hart, a High, ay Woolwich, Coach Builder. Oct 2. Comp. Reg. 


Reg Oct 5. 
Sept 25. 


Sept 25. 
Sept 18. 


Oct 

yuan Sdin Vauxhall-bridge-rd, Gent. Oct 2. Comp. 

Hemming, Thos, Wolverhampton, Stafford, Music Seller. 
Comp. Reg Oct 3. 

Hodges, Joseph aa Willes, Torquay, Devon, Artist. 
Comp. Reg Oct 

Holden, Richd, & dioun Clegg, 
Comp. Reg Oct 

Howe, Hy, ee. st, Oxford-st, Fret Cutter. Sept 28. 
Oct 


Southport, Contractors. 
Comp. Reg 
Sept 18. 
Sept 28. Comp. 
Aug 25. 


ct 3. 

Howell, Walter, Ae -weeehac ei Tower-st, Wine Merchant. 
Asst. Reg Oct 

—— Gea, |r York, Earthenware Dealer. 


Reg O 
Ha: = hey Wi m, Abingdon-st, Westminster, Civil Engineer. 
Comp. Reg Oct 3. 
Janeway, Walter, Bristol, Draper. Oct 3. Asst. Reg Oct 6. 
Jenkin, Kobt, Ledcott, Cornwall, Miner. Sept & Asst. Reg Oct 6. 
Johuson, Edwd, Oakley-sq, Attorney-at-Law. Sept 29. Comp. Reg 


Oct 6. 

Kendall, Edwd Herne, Denbigh-st, Belgravia, Gent. Sept 9. Comp. 
Reg Oct 5. 

Lediard, Peregrine, Reading, Berks, out of business, Sept 24. Comp. 
Reg Oct 

Ludford, Chas, Birm, Tailor. Sept 30. Comp. Reg Oct 6. 

— Josiah, & Saml Isaacs, Birm, Jewellers. Sept 24. Comp. Reg 


ointf, ten, & Jas Borland, St Benet-pl, Gracechurch-st, Iron Merchants, 
Sept y. Comp. Reg Oct 2 

Palmer, bea Swimbridge, Davon, Shopkeeper. ‘Sept 26 
Reg Oct 5 

Parry, Peter, Lpool, Woollen Draper. Sept 18, Asst. Reg Oct 5. 

Purvis, Joseph, ee -upon-fyne, Provision Dealer. Sept 24, 
Comp. Reg Oct 

— Oliver, Ry he Isle of Wight, Carpenter. Oct 3. Comp. Reg 
Oct 5 

Pentecost, Richd Ingram, Fitzwilliam-rd, Clapham, Comm Agent. 
Sept 23. Comp. Reg Oct 1. 

Plater, Chas, Soushampton-row, Holborn, Licensed Victualler. Sept 19. 
Comp. Reg Oct 5. 

Preedy, John Knowlton, Gracechurch-st, Hatter. Oct 2. 
Reg Oct 5. 

Prince, Geo, 
Comp. Reg Oct 

Quayle, Alfred, Macclesfield, Chester, Clogger. Oct 2. Comp. Reg 


Sept 30. Comp. Reg 


Comp. 


Comp. 


| arama Brompton, Secretary. Oct 3. 


Oct § 
Reeves, Edwd Hoare, Clifton, Somerset, Gent. 
Out 3. 


Richards, Wm, Me Pembroke, Livery Stable Keeper. Sept 24. 


Comp. Reg Oct 3. 
Ridde!!, wy Crosby Hal!-chambers, Advertisement Agent. Oct 2. 


Comp. Reg Oct 5 
Ridley, Horace, Lincoln, Chemist. Sept 28. Comp. Reg Oct 2. 


Rizo, Mauricio, & Joaquin Rizo, Gresham House, Merchants. April 15. 


Comp. Reg Oct 3. 
Sands, John. Sen Stafford, Provision Dealer. Szpt 23. 


Comp. Reg Oct 

Sandy, ‘eo Dangerfield, Threadneedie-st, Sharedealer. Sept 28. Comp. 
site OStns, Ralph, Rusholme, Lancaster, Joiner. Sept 23. Asst. 
steceard, Walter Geo, Neville-st, Fulaam-rd, Surgeon, Sept 22. Comp, 
Sime, Vernon Wm, Portsmouth, Captain R.M. Sept 29. Comp. Reg 





Sept 
sima, ‘aa, Bishopsgate-st Without, Staymaker. Sept 22. Comp. 
Reg Oct 3. 
Slatford, Thos, l'eacon-hill, Builder. Sept 14. 
Smith, Wm, Nottingham, Manufacturer. 


Comp. Reg Oct 2. 
Sept ll. Comp. 


Sept 25. 


> 
a 
Es 


Asst. Reg 


Ocs 6. 

Smith, Geo John, Manch,, Coal Merchant. 
Oct 6. 

Spiegel, Maurice, ae an, Throgmorton-st, 
Sept 14. Comp. Reg Oct 3 

Stacy, Jas Fredk, Uxbridge, Wine Merchant. Oct 2. 


Cardinal-villas, Stratford-grove, Putney, Bootmaker. 
Sept 28. Comp. Reg Oct 5. 
Strickland, Walter, Gloucester-rd, Holloway, out of business. Sept 24, 


Asst. Reg Oct 3. 
S)kes, King David, Manch, Jewellor. Sept 10. Comp. Reg Oct 6. 
Sept 9. Comp. 


Tarrant, Hy, Burnham, Sumerset, out of business. 


Merchant, 


Comp. Rez 


Oct 3. 
Thomas, Frank Sandom, Yeoman’s-ter, Lower-rd, Deptford, Barge 


Owner. Oct 6. Comp. Reg Uct6. 
Tinley, Fredk, Lower Walmer, Kent; Builder. Sept 39. Comp. Reg 
Oct 
Reg Oct 3. 


3. 
Turner, Geo,Peckham, Wharfinger. Sept 29. Comp. 
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‘Wallis, Geo, O:d Kent-rd, Baker. Sept 23. Comp. Reg Oct 5. 
Webster, Geo, Bristol, Grocer. Sept 25. Comp. Reg Oct 3. 
White, John, Pancras-st, Cab Driver. Sept 23. Comp. 


Oct 2. 
Wilde, Hy Alfred, Norwich, Nurseryman. Sept 28. Comp. 
Oct 2 


Williamson, Ferdinand Hedworth, South View-villas, Hounslow-heath. 
Sept 30. Comp. Reg Oct 5. 

Yeo:nan, Thos, Lpool, Grocer. Sept 5. Asst, Reg Oct 3. 

Bankrupls. 
Fripay, Oct. 2, 1868. 
To Surrender in London. 

Adams, Sam], Ruford’s-bldgs, High-st, Islington, Licensed Victualler. 
Pet Sept 21. Oct 15 atll. Beard, Basinghali-st. 

Almond, Geo, Roman-rd, Barnsbury, Greengrocer. Pet Sept 28. Oct 
15 atl2. Hope, Ely-pl. 

Arnold, Edwin, Prisoner. for Debt, London. Pept Sept 29 (for pau). 
Murray. Oct 16atl. Biddes, South-sq, Gray’s-inn. 

Baker, Robt Walter, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Sept 26 (for pau). 
Brougham. Oct l5at 11. Harrison, Basinghall-st 

Blockey , John Sanders, Denmark-rd, Camberwell, out of business. Pet 
Sept 29. Oct 16 at 12. Dobie, Basinghall-st. 

Bradford, Stephen, Dorrington-st, Leather-lane, Holborn, Carver. Pet 
Sept 28. Oct 5 atl. Pittman, Guildhail-chambers, Basinghall-st. 

Byran, Hy. Gt Vine st, Regent-st, Upholsterer. Pet Sept 30. Oct 16 
at 12. Dobie, Basinghall-st. 

Chichester, Hy Fitzwarrine, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Sept 30. 
Oct 15atl. Linklaters & Co, Walbrook. 

Claringbold, Thos Wm, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Sept 28 (for 
pau). Brougham. Oct 15at1. Dobson, Colmer-st, Mile-end. 

Clarke, Fredk, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Sept <9 (for pau). 
Murray. Cct16 atl. Godfrey, Basinghall-st. 

Cleaver, Wm, Pratt-st, Camden-town, Coach Maker. Pet Sept 29. 
Oct 16 at ll. Briant, Winchester-house, Old Broad-st. 

Clothier, Thos, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Sept 28 (for pau). 
Brougham. Oct 15 at 1. Dobson, Colmer-st, Mile-end. 

Curtis, Joseph Edwd, Strahan-ter, Liperpool-rd, Islington, no business. 
Pet Sept 25. Oct l2at 1. Thompson, Clement’s-lane, Lombard-st. 

Denton, Seth, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Sept 26. Brougham. 
Oct 15 at ll. Parsons, King William-st. 

Drielsma, Abraham, & Emanuel Drielsma, Stamford-st, Blackfriars-rd, 
Lambeth, Scale Board Manufacturers. Pet Sept 30. Oct 20 at 11. 
Podmo-e, Union-ct, Old Bond-st. 

Dufton, Wm, Newman-st, Oxford-st, Cab Proprietor. Pet Sept 28. 
Oct 15 at 12. Chappe!l, Golden-sq. 

Earle, Edwd, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Sapt 26 (for pau). 
Murray. Oct 16 at 1. Dobie, Basinghall-st. 

Ellis, Geo, Southsea, Hampshire, Boot Manufacturer. Pet Sept 23. 
Oct 15 at 12. Utton, Buckingham-st, Strand. 

Frankenstein, David, Wilson-st, Finsbury-st, Private Hotel Proprietor. 
Pet Sept 30. Oct 20atil. Murray, Gt St Helens. 

Graham, John, Crescent, Minovies, Master Mariner. Pet Sept 30, 
Oct 16 at 12. Innes & Son, Leadenhall-st 

Gray, Edwin, South Lambeth-rd, Master in the City of London School. 
Pet Sept 29. Oct l6at ll. Murrough, Gt James-st, Bedford-row. 

Harvey, John Baptist, City-rd, Pork Butcher. Pet Sept 24. Oct 12 at 
12, Dobie, Basinghall-st. 

Humphreys, Wm, Prisoner fer Debt, London. Pet Sept 28 (for pau). 
Brougham. Oct 15 at 12. Weekes, Lower Rosoman-st. 

Jones, Alfred Pare, Edgware-rd, Builder. Pet Sept 26. Oct 12 at 1. 
Warrand, Newgate-st. 

Keen, Hy, Prisoner fur Debt, London, Pet Sept 28 (for pau). Broug- 
ham. Oct liat 1. Dobson, Culmer-st, Mile-end. 

Leapman, Saml, Brighton, Sussex, Jeweller, Pet Sept £8. Oct 15 at 
12 Smith & Co, Bread-st, Cheapside. 

Lefeyre, Thos, Tunbridge-wells, Kent, Baker. Pet Sept 29. Oct 16 
at 12. Halse & Co, Cheapside, 

‘Manning, John, jun, Bury 5st Edmunds, Suffolk, Innkeeper. Pet Sept 
29. Octl6at Il. Clark & Co, Cook’s-c’, Lincoln’s-inn. 

Nash, Fredk, Alton, Southampton, Plumber. Pet Sept 25. Oct 12 at 
12. White, Dane’s-inn, Strand. 

Pether, Sam!, Robt, Hare-st, Brick-lane, Bethnal-green, Licensed 
Victualler, Pet Sept 29. Oct 15 at 1. Harrison, Basinghall-st. 

Phillips, Edwd, Leighton Buzzard, Bedford, Timber Dealer. Pet Sept 
29. Octl5at 1. Drake, Basinghall-st. 

Talbot, Frank, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Sept 26 (for pau). 
Pepys. Octi6ati. Edwards, Bush-lane, Cannon-st. 

‘Wallbach, Chas John Augustus, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Sept 
29 (for pau). Fepys. Oct 19 ati. Harcison, Basinghall-st. 

White, Wm, Poole, Dorset, Builder. Pet Sept 28. Oct 15 at 12. Sole 
& Co, Aldermaubury. 

‘Wildsmith, Joseph Dobbs, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Sept 29. 
(for pau). Oct 20at1l. biddles, South-sq, Gray’s-inn. 

To Surrender in the Country. 

Barnes, Fredk, Southborough, Kent, Attorney’sClerk. Pet Sept 20. 
Alleyne. Tonbridge Wells, Oct 15 at3. Halse & Cu, Cheapside. 

Bennett, Geo, Chesterfield, Darby, Licensed Victualler. Pet Sept 30. 
Wake. Chesterfield, Oct 20 at 11. Shipton, Chesterfield. 

Brain, Walter, Prisoner for Debt, Taunton. Adj Sept 19, Taunton, 
Oct 13 at IL. 

Briggs, Wm, Prisoner for Debt, York. Adj Sept 12. Leeds, Oct 12 at 11. 

Catlow, Thos, Prisoner for Debt, Lancaster. Adj Sept 18, Fardell. 


Manch, Oct 12 at 11. 

Cheetham, John, Prisoner for D2bt, Manch, Adj Sept 17. Hulton. 
Salford, Oct 17 at 9.30. 

Clarke, Richd, Prisoner for Debt, Lancaster, Adj Sept 18, Kay. Manch, 
Oct 20 at 9.30. 

Clayton, Wm, Mottram-in-Longdendals, Chester, Coachman, Pet 
Sept 30. Brooks. Hyde, Oct 21 at 12. Drinkwater, Hyde. 

Coates, Lucy, Brighton, out of business. Pet Sept 28. Evershed. 
Brighton, Oct 17 at 11, Runnacles, Brighton. 

Coggan, Jas, Honey Stoke, Somerset, Blacksmith, Pet Sept 28. Mecs- 
siter. Wincanton, Oct 16 at 12. Balch, Bruton. 

Dauncey, John Albert, Manch, Yarn Agent. Pet Sept 19, 


Fardell. 
Manch, Oct 124t12, Atkinson & Co, Manch. 


Reg ; Gadie, Chas, Gargrave, York, Tailor, 


| 








suutvnmmes | 


England, Edwd, Tadcaster, York, Butcher. Pet Sept 30. Bickers, 
Tadcaster, Oct 19 at 10. Harle, Leeds 


Pet Sept 30. Leeds, Oct 12 


ll. Paget, Skipton. 


Reg | Gibbons, Wm Chas, Westgate, Kent, Ship Owner, Pet Sept 25. Calla. 


way. Canterbury, Oct 13 at tl. Flint, Canterbury. 

Harrison, Wm, Portswood, Southampton, Baker. Pet Sept 30, Thorn. 
dike. Southampton, Oct 14at 12. Mackey, Southampton. 

Hathaway, Eliz, Manch, Chair Maker. Pet Sept 28. Kay. Manch, 
Oet 20 at 9.30. Heath & Son, Manch. 

Hodgkiss, Jonathan, Moxley Hole, Wednesfield, Stafford, Chartermaster, 
Pet Sept 29. Brown. Wolverhampton, Oct 17 at 12,  Baruleut, 
Wolverhampton. 


| Hodnette, Mark Jas, Prisoner for Debt, Hereford. Adj July 17. West, 


Bromyard, Oct 23 at 11. Devereux, Worcester, 

House, Richd, Maidenhead, Berks, Tailor. Pet Sept 29. Darvill, 
Windsor. Oct 17 at ll. Spicer, Gt Marlow. 

Hudson, Wm, Loughborough, Leicester, Brazier. Pet Sept 26. Brock, 
Loughborough, Oct 12 abil. Deane, Loughborough. 

Hulme, Jas, Bolton, Lancaster, Maker-up, Pet Sept 28. Holden, 
Bolton, Oct 13 at 11. Ramwell, Bolton. 

Mark, Geo, Plymouth, Devon, Chemist. Pet Sept 25. Exeter, Oct 12 
at 12.30. Clarke, Exeter. 

Mason, Saml, Willenhall, Stafford, Key Maker. Pet Sept 28. Brown, 
Wolverhampton, Oct 17 at 12. Glover, Wolverhampton. 

Mercer, Hy, St Helen’s, Lancastar, Bricklayer. Pet Sept 30. Lpool, 
Oct 24atil. Ritson, Lpool. 

Miles, Albert, Wootten Bassett, Wilts, Carpenter. Pet Sept 23, Towns- 
end. Swindon, Oct 19 at 11. Pratt, Wootton Basset. 

Moody, Jas, Leeds, Joiner. Pet Sept 28. Leeds, Oct 12at\l. Hard. 
wick, Leeds. 

Moor, John, Kingston-upon-Hull, Seed Crusher. Pet Sept 23. Leeds, 
Oct 14.at 12. Holden & Sons, Hull. 

Parry, Godfrey, Prisoner for Debt, Fliut. Adj Sept 14. 
Oct 17 at li. Wiliams, Rhyl. 

Pilton, Saml Dyer, Yeovil, Somerset, Glove Factor. 
Exeter, Oct 13 at 12. Watts, Yeovil. 

Retallack, Geo, Northampton, Darlington, Beer Retailer. Pet Sent 30, 
Dennis. Northampton, Oct |5 atl. Becke, Northampton. 

Rhodes, Wm, Aston, Birm, Grocer. Pet Sept 30. Hill. Birm, Ootl4 
at 12. Bartleet, Birm. 

Rylance, John Hine, Tyldesley, Lancaster, Bolt Maker. 
Holden. Leigh, Oct 14at1l. Ramwell, Bolton. 

Saxby, Wm, Irthlingborough, Northampton, Shoe Manufacturer. Pet 
Sept 30. Burnham. Wellingborough, Oct'13 at4. White, North- 
ampton. 

Shipman, Thos, Priscner for Dabt, Flint. Adj June 8. Sisson. 
Oct 17 at lt. Williams, Rhyl. 

Smith Wm, Leicester,Cabinet Maker. Pet Sept 29. Ingram. Leicester, 
Oct 17 at 10. Haxby, Leicester. 

Smith, Jas, Cradley Heath, Stafford, Tailor, Pet Sept 28. Hill. Birm, 
Oct 14 at 12. Allen, Birm. 

Simpson, Spencer, Laister Dyke, York, Coal Merchant, Pet Sept 24. 
Bradford, Oct 16 at. 9.15. Blyth, York. 

Spillsbury, John, Welland, Worcester, Huckster Shopkeeper. Pet 
Sept 29. Gough. Gt Malvern, Oct 19 at 10, Wilson,Worcester, 
Stamp, John, Kingston-upon-Hull, Tailor, Pet Sept29, Leeds, Out 

14 at 12, North & Sons, Leeds. 

Stiles, Edmund, New Miliford, Pembroke, Licensed Victualler, 
Sept 20. Wilde. Bristol,Oct 1l4at 11. Press & Co, Bristol. 

Strephan, Hy, Hanley, Stafford, Potter. Pet Sept 28. Challinor. 
ley, Oct 17 at 11. ‘Tennant, Hanley. 

Swanson, Geo, & John Swanson, Morcott, Rutland, Thrashing Machine 
Owners. YPetSept30. Shield. Uppingham, Oct 15 at 3. Law, 
Stamford. 

Swatridge, Thos Sydenham, Bristol, Hat Dealer. Pet Sept 28. Wilde. 
Bristol, Oct liatll. Price, Bristul. 

Tomkinson, Richd, sen, & Richd Tomkinson, jun, Chester, Merchants. 
Pet Sept 29. Lpool,Oct 20 atil. The petition of Richd Tomkinson 
the younger for the 6th day of October will not be held on that day, 
Lace & Co, Lpool. 

Whincun, Thos, Harrogate, York, Cabinet Maker. Pet Oct 1. 
Oct 12 atl. Pullen, Leeds. 

Whittaker, Fredk Heward, Hyde, Chester, Cattle Dealer. 
Fardell. Manch, Nov2 atl. Leigh, Manch. 

Whittington, Jeoakim Thos, Bristol, Muster Mariner. Pet Sept 29 
Harley. Bristol, Oct 16 at 12. Miller. 

Williams, Hy, Redruth, Cornwall, Carpenter. Pet Sept 29. 
Redruth, Vet 14 at ll. Holloway, Redruth. 

Wilson, John Hugh, Amble, Northumberland, Tinner, 
Wilson. Alnwick, Oct 13 at ll. Wilkinson, Newport. 

Winder, Wm, Litt'e Bolton, Roller Maker. Pet Sept 26. 
Bolton, Oct 1410. Edge & Dawson, Bolton. 

Wright, Joseph, Dudley, Worcester. Pet Sapt28. Walker. 
Oct 17 at 12. Stokes, Dudley. 

Yeoman, Walter Earnest, East Knoyle, Wilts, Farmer. 
Burridge, Shaftesbury, Oct 17 at 11. 


Sisson. Rhyl, 
Pet Sept 30. 


Pet Sept 23. 


Rhyl, 


Pet 


Han- 


Leeds, 
Pet Sopt 22. 


Peter. 
Pet Sept 28, 
Holden. 
Dadiey, 


Pet Sept 30. 
Atkinson, Blandford. 


Tuesvay, Oct. 6,1868. 
To Surrender in London, 
Aylward, Wm, Prisoner for Debt, London, Adj Sept 21. Oct 23 at 
11 (and not Oct 7 as erroneously printed in Gazette of Sept 29). 
Bowtell, Jas Mark, & Geo Golding Bowtell, Crescent-pl, Ciapham- 
common, Upholsterers. Pet Oct2. Pepys. Oct 22at 11. Dubois 
& Co, Church-passage, Gresham-st. 

Bubb, Hy Houper, Caversham, Oxfordshire, out of business. Pet Oct 
1. Oct20atl. Godfrey, Basinghall-st, 

Butters, Wm_ Geo, Cottage-ter, Welis-st, South Hackney, Ships 
Steward. Pet Sept 29. Oct 16 at1l2. Baker & Co, Crosby-sq. 

Chambers, Wm Hy, Grace-st, Hemingford-rd, Islington, out of em- 
ployment, Pet Sept 30. Oct 22 at 12. Petar Cheapside. 

Compigne, Horatio, Gosport, Attorney. Pet Oct 3, Pepys. Oct 2 
ati. Lewis & Co, Old Jewry. 

Cutter, Chas Walter, jun, Kentish-town-rd, Gas Fitter. Pet Oct 3 
Pepys Oct 22 at12. King, Birchin-lane. 

Davis, Ebenezer, Whitworth rd Stockbroker’s Clerk. Pet Oct I 
Pepys. Oct z0uti2, Treherne & Co, Aldermanbury. 
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le, Augustus Salem, St Paul’s-rd, Islington, Builder. Pet 

Sept 11. Oct 20 at 11. Pearpoint, Leicester-sq. 

Dixon, Fredk, Gosset-st, Bethnal-green, Couch Maker, Pet Sept 
90, Oct 16 atl. Dobie, Basinghall-st. 

Dowsett, John ‘Cornelius, Church-st, Greenwich, Licensed Victualler. 
Pet Sept 29. ‘Oct 16 at 11, Chalk, Moorgate-st. 

Dyson, Geo, Brewers’-ct, Horslydown, Comm Agent. Pet Sept 28. 
Oct 23 at 11. Wood, Basinghall-st. 

£dgley, Joseph Broster, Oakfield-rd, Penge, Oilman. Pet Oct 1. 
Pepys. ‘Oct 20 at 12. Kynaston, King’s-arms-yard, Moorgate-st. 

Errington, Walton Pell, Packington-st, Islington, Baker. Pet Sept 
95, Oct 23at 11. Matthews & Co, Leadenhall-st. 

Everett, Joseph, & Joseph Everett, jun, Essex-rd, Islington, Hatters. 
Pet Oct 2. Pepys. Oct 20 at 1. Brighten, Bishopsgate-st, With- 


out. 

fieller, Davl,'Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Oct 2 (for pau). Broug- 
ham. Oct 22 at 12. Murray, Gt St Helen’s. 

Haigh, Geo, Edgware-rd, Marylebone, daddler. Pet Oct 2. Roche. 
Oct 20 at 1. ‘Hicks, Moorgate-st. 

Hall, Robt, Kentish-town-rd, Carpenter. Pet Oct 2. Oct 22 at 12, 
King, Birchin-lanc. 

Hamilton, Joseph, Castelnaw-villas, Barnes,Gent. Pet Sept 18. Oct 
20atll. Lewis & Co, Gt Marl ’-st. 

Gayrea, John, Roman-rd, Old Ford, Traveller toa Draper. Pet Oct 2. 
Pepys. Oct 20atl. Haigh, jun, King-st, Cheapside. 

Hinktey, Arden, Sittingbourne, Kent, Brickmaker. Pet Oct 1. Pepys. 
Oct 20 at 12. Charlton, Waterloo-rd, 

Hodson, Geo, Chrlton-st, Somers Town, Journeyman Harness Maker. 
Pet Sept 30. Oct 20atli. Godfrey, Basinghall-st. 

Jackson, Geo, Gloucester-grove, Old Brompten, Auctioneer. Pet Sept 
99. Oct 20at12. Lloyd, Coleman-st. 

Jermy, Jas, Weymouth-ter, Hackmey-rd, Cabinet Maker. Pet Oct 2. 
Pepys. Oct 22 at ll. Nind, Basinghall-st. 

Kemp, Jesse. Robertsbridge, Sussex, Innkeeper. Pet Oct3. Pepys. 
Oct 24 at 12. Sole & Co, Aldermanbury. 

Meagher, Lawrance, Gipsy-hill, Upper Norwood, Nurseryman. Pet 
Sept 30. Oct 20 at1l. Nind, Basinghall-st. 

Payne, Randa!l, Queen’s Head-ct, Windmill-st, Haymarket, Dealer in 
— Stores. Pet Oct 1. Pepys. Oct 20 at 1. Hope, Ely-pl, 
Holborn. 

Scurr, John Wm, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Oct 1 (for pau). 
Pepys. Oct 20 at 1. Godfrey, Basinghall-st. 

Shakell, Geo John, Park-st, Camden-town, Auctioneer. Pet Sept 22, 
Oct 20 at 11, Abrahams, Old Jewry. 

Sharpe, John, Egerton-rd, Greenwich, ea ag Reporter. Pet 
Sept 29. Oct 16at11. Peverley, Gresham-bldgs, Basinghall-st. 

Smith, Ann, Montague-ter, Penge, Widow. Pet Octl. Pepys. Oct 
20at12. Treherne & Co, Aldermanbury, 

Smith, Alfred, New Kent-rd, Southwark, Gent. Pet Sept 30. Oct 16 
at 12. Beaumont, Coleman-st. 

Stichbury, Jas, Three Colts-lane, Bethnal-green, Chandler’s-shop 
Keeper. Pet Oct 1. Pepys. Oct20at12. Hope, Ely-pl, Holborn. 

Tibbetts, Thos, Chatham, Earthenware Dealer. Pet Sept 25. Oct 23 
at il, Treherne & Co, Aldermanbury. 

‘Venthem, Hy, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Sept 38 (for pau). 
Brougham. Oct 22 at 12. Godfrey, Basinghall-st. 

Wiid, Chas, Hatton-garden, Importer of Foreign Goods. Pet Sept 29. 
Oct 16 at 11. Edwards, Bush-lane, Cannon-st. 

Young, Thos, Gt College-st, Camden-town, Eating-house Keeper. Pet 
Oct 1. Pepys. Oct 20at 12. Walker, Guildhall-chambers, 


To Surrender in the Country. 


Alexander, Josias Bracken Canning, Manch, Comm Agent. Pet Sept 
15, Macrae. Manch, Oct 16 at 1!. Sale & Co, Manch. 

Baker, Wm, Halifax, York, Labourer. PetOct1. Rankin, Halifax, 
Oct 16at 10. Thomas, Halifax. 

Barlow, Geo, Birm,Iron Merchant, Pet Octl. Hill, Birm, Oct 21 
at 12. Free, Birm. 

Batchelor, Wm, Southborough, Kent, Bootmaker. Pet Oct 2. Alleyne. 
Tonbridge Wells, Oct 19 at 3. Arnold, Tonbridge Wells. 

Bearpark, Chas, York, Gardener. Pet Oct 2. Perkins. York, Oct 17 
at 10. Grayston, York, 

Bryan, Jesse, Burton-upon-Trent, St»fford, Slater. Pet Sept 30. Hub- 
— Burton-upon-Trent, Oct 19 at 11. Stevenson, Burton-upon- 

rent. 

‘Carpenter, Geo, Southampton, Retailer of Beer. Pet Oct 3. Thorndike, 
Southampton, Oct 15 at 12. Mackey, Southampton. 

Coles, Wm, Milton-next-Gravesend, Kent, Journeymen Cook. Pet 
Oct 1. Southgate. Gravesend,Oct 19 at il. Sharland, Gravesend. 

‘Court, Richd, Aston, nr Birm, Builder. Pet Oct 3. Hill. Birm, Oct 
2latl2. Atkins, Birm, 

Cues, Joel, Prisoner for Debt, Lancaster. Adj Sept 18. Manch, Oct 

at ll. 


Crowther, Thos, Wakefield, Warehouseman, Pet Sept 30. Mason. Wake- 
field, Oct 20 at 11. Fernandes, Wakefield. 

Dodds, Wm, Shawood, nr Durham, Innkeeper. Pet Oct 2. Greenwell. 
Durham, Oct 20 at 10. Marshall, Durham. 

Holl, Richd, Pembroke Dock, Stoker. Pet Sept 30, Lanning. Pem- 
broke, Oct 17 at 9. Lanning, Pembroke Dock. 

‘Holmes, Thos, Tranmere, Chester, Architect. Pet Oct 3. Wason. 
Birkenhead, Oct 23 at 2. Downham, Birkenhead. 

Keene, Stephen, Prisoner for Debt, Worcester. Pet Oct2. Hill. Birm, 
Oct 2lat 12. Free, Birm. 
Klitz, Ariana, Lymington, Southampton, Professor of Muisc. Pet 
Oct2. Sharp. Lymington, Oct 19 at 12. Mackey, Southampton. 
Marshall, Jas, & Geo Marshall, Corbrige, Northampton, File Manufac- 
— Pet Sept 30. Stokoe. Hexham, Oct 17at12. Taylor, Hex- 

am. 
enw, Thee, Prisoner for Debt, Lancaster. Adj Sept 18. Lpool, 
atti. 

Morris, Edmund, Pontdolgadfan, Montg 'y, Sh ker. Pet Oct 1. 
Machynileth, Oct 12 at 9.30. Jenkins, Lianidloes. 

Normanton, Jas,ren, & Jas Nor , jun, Rochdale, Doffing Plate 
Manufacturers, Pet Sept 25, Macrae. Maach, Oct 16 at 11, Stand- 
ing, Rochdale. 

Parkes, Saml, Smethwick, Stafford, Labourer. Pet Oct 2. Watson. 
Uidbury, Oct Is at il, Shakespeare, Oidvury. 











Pearce, Hy, Sheffield, Merchant. Pet Oct 3. Leeds, Oct 21 at 12. 
Smith & Burdekin, Sheffield, 

Pool, Geo, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Innkeeper. Pet Oct 1. Gibson. 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Oct 16 at 12. Bousfield, Newcastle-upon- 


'yne. 
Pedley, Benj, Stoke-upon-Trent, Stafford, Potter. Pet Oct 2. Chalti- 
nor. Hanley, Oct 17 at1l. Tennant, Hanley. 
Playford, Wm, Woodbridge, Suffolk, Sawyer, Pet Oct 1. Reeve. 
Woodbridge. Oct 19 at 13. Pollard, Ipswich. 
Podger, Geo, Weston-super-mare, Somerset, Fly Proprietor. Pet Sept 
x. a mane tag «se —~ 19at Il. pee wag ny ee 
er, Maria, Harrogate, Druggist. Pet Sept28. Leeds, Oct 19 at Il- 
Smith & Burdekin: Sheffield 
Rayner, Rayner, Sheffield, German Yeast Dealer. PetOctl. Wake. 
Sheffield, Oct 21 att. Sugg, Sheffield. 
Richards, John, Birm,Chaser. Pet Oct 2, Hill. Birm, Oct 21 at 12. 
Rowlands, Birm. 
Ricketts, Geo, Hartham-pk, Wilts, Servant. Pet July 26, Weller. 
Derby, Oct 21 at 12. Smith, Derby. 
Rigby, Isaac, Birkenhead, Chester. Pet Oct 1. Wason. Birkenhead, 
Oct 17 at 10. Anderson, Birkenhead. 

Shaw, Jas Bentley, Tottington Lower End, Lancaster, Journeyman 
Joiner. Pet Oct 2. ges f Bary, Oct 22 at 9. Anderton, Bury. 
Stoppard, John, Sheffield, Tailor. Pet Sept 30. Wake. Sheffield, Oct 

21 atl. Rodgers, Sheffield. 
Taylor, Philip, Willenhall, Stafford, Beerhouse-keeper. Pet Sept 20, 
Brown. Wolverhampton, Oct 17 at 12. Lewis, Walsall. 
Toleman, John, Bristol, Staymaker. Pet Oct2. Wilde. Bristol, Oct 
16 at11. Prideaux & Clark, Bristol. 
Wilson, Wm, Prisoner for Debt, Morpeth. Adj June 19. Gibson. 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Oct 16 at12. Hoyle, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 
BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED, 
Friary, Oct. 2, 1868. 
Acomb, Jas, Lower Tooting, Surrey, Licensed Victualler. Oct 1. 
Biscoe, Wm, Edlington, Lincoln, Clerk in Holy Orders. Aug 12. 
Nathan, Isaac, & Sam! Levy, Swansea, Glamorgan, Outfitters. Sept 28 
Slater, Ralph, Barnoldswick, York, Cotton Manufacturer. Aug 28. 
Smith, Thos Harris, Midsomer Noaton, Somerset, Brewer. Sept 29. 
Tuesvay, Oct. 6, 1868, 
Erick, Wm, Hackney-rd, Baker. Sept 29. 








RESHAM LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY, 


37, OLD JEWRY, LONDON, E.C. 

SOLICITORS are invited to introduce, on behalf of their clients, Pro- 
osals for Loans on Freehold or Leasehold Property, Reversions, Life 
nterests, or other adequate securities, 

‘ Proposals may be made in the first instance according to the following 
‘orm :— 
ProvosaL ror LOAN ON MogTGaAGes. 
Date...... 
Introduced by (state name and address of solicitor’ 
Amount required £ 

Time and mode of repayment (i. e., whether for a term certain, or by 

annual or other payments) 

Security (stale shortly the particulars of security, and, if land or builds 

ngs, state the net annual income) 

State what Life Policy (if any) is proposed to be effected with the 

Gresham Office in connexion with the security. 
By order of the Board, 
F, ALLAN CURTIS, Actuary and Secretary. 





In one volume, crown §vo, price 3s. 
A TREATISE ON THE ENGLISH LAW OF 
DOMICIL. Dedicated, by permission, to Vice-Chancellor Sir 
Richard Torin Kindersley. By OLIVER STEPHEN ROUND, of Lin- 
coln’s-inn, Barrister-at-Law. 
London : 59, Carey-street, Lincoln’s-inn, W.C. 


WILLIAM TARN & CO. 





CARPETS, 
FURNITURE, 
BEDDING. 


The Largest Show Rooms in England. 


WILLIAM TARN & CO., 


NEWINGTON CAUSEWAY, 


AND 


NEW KENT ROAD, 5.E. 





998 THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. Oct. 10, 1868, 








Just published, 
i es STANDING ORDERS relating to PRIVATE 
BILLS before PARLIAMENT for Session 1869. Cloth 5s. 


Vacuer & Sons, Law Stationers and Printers, 29, Parliament-street, 
London. 





BUSHBY’S ELECTION MANUAL. 
Turrp Eprition.—In 12mo, price 7s. 6d., 


A MANUAL OF THE PRACTICE OF PAR- 
LIAMENTARY ELECTIONS throughout Great Britain and 

Ireland, comprising the duties of returning officers and thcir deputies, 

town clerks, agents, poll clerks, &c., and the law of election expenses, 

corrupt practices, and illegal payments. With an appendix of forms 

and statutes, and a copious index. Third Edition, by HENRY 

JEFFREYS BUSHBY, Barrister-at-Law, Recorder of Colchester, 

Stevens & Haynes, 11, Bell-yard, Temple Bar, 





CORRECTED TO THE PRESENT TIME, 
In fep. 8vo, pp. 902, price 10s, 6d., cloth, 
VHE CABINET LAWYER; a Popular Digest 


of the Laws of England, Civil. Criminal, and Constitutional: in- 
tended for Practical Use and General Information, and adapted for the 
Reference of Solicitors, Attorneys, Magistrates, Justices of the Peace, 
Members of Parliament, and Country Gentlemen. Twenty-fourth Edi- 
tion, with Supplements of the Acts of the Parliamentary Sessions of 
1867 and 1868. 
Londen: Loncmans, Green, & Co., Paternoster-row. 





HE LAW OF TRADE MARKS, with some 
account of its History and Develop tin the Decisi of the 
Courts of Law and Equity. By EDWARD LLOYD, Esq., of Lincoln’s- 
inn, Barrister-at-Law, London. 
“*T am indebted to the very valuable little publication of Mr. Lloyd, 
who has collected all the authorities on this subject.”"—V.C. Woop in 
McAndrew vy. Bassett, March 4. 


Office, 59, Carey-street, W.C. 


THE COMPANIES ACTS, 1862 and 1867. 


| gemed requisite under the above Acts supplied on 
the shortest notice. The BOOKS AND FORMS kept in stock 
for immediate use. MEMORANDA and ARTICLES OF ASSOCIATION 
speedily printedin the preper form for registration and distribution. 
SHARE CERTIFICATES engraved and printed. OFFICIAL SEALS 
designed and executed. No charge for sketches. 

Companies Fee Stamps. 


ASH & FLINT, 


Stationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, &c., 49, Fleet- 
street, London, E.C. (corner of Serjeants’-inn). 











LONDON GAZETTE (published by anthority) and LONDON and 
COUNTRY ADVERTISEMENT OFFICE, 


No. 119, CHANCERY LANE, FLEET STREET. 
H®< RY GREEN (many years with the late George 


Reynell), Advertisement Agent, begs to direct the attention of 
the Legal Profession to the advantages of his long experience of upwards 
of twenty-five years, in the special insertion of all pro forma notices, &c., 
and h2reby solicits their contir.ued support.—N.B. One copy of advertise- 
ment only required, and the strictest care and promptitude assured. 
File of “ London Gazette ” kept for reference 





LACK’S SILVER ELECTRO PLATE is a coat- 


ing of pure Silver over Nickel. A combination of two metals pos- 
sessing such valuable properties renders itin appearance and wear equal 
to Sterling Siiver. Fiddle Pattern. Thread, King's, 
a @28.% 83.4% 225.4 
Table Forks,perdoz...... 110 Qandil 18 0 240 219 9 
Dessert ditto ..scsccoecee 1 0 Gand! 10 UW 112 0 1 
Table Spoons........ee00 110 Oandl 1S 0 240 1 
Dessert ditto ....cccseeee 1 0 Oandl1 10 O 112 0 1 
Tea SpCons .eesssceeeceee O12 OandO 18 O 1 20 
Every Article forthe Table asin Silver. A Sample Tea Spoon for 
wardedon rece of 20 stamps. 


RICHARD & JOHN SLACK, 336, STRAND, LONDON, 





LACK’S FENDER AND FIRE-IRON WARE- 

HOUSE is the MOST ECONOMICAL, consistent with good quality :~— 
Iron Fenders, 38.6d.; Bronzed ditto, $s. 6d., with standards; superior 
Drawing-rocm ditto, 14s. 6d. to 508.; Fire Irons, 2s, 6d. to 20s. Patent 
Dish Covers, with handles to take off, 18s. setofsix. Table Knives and 
Forks, 8s. per dozen. Roasting Jacks, complete, 73. 6d. Tea-trays, 
is, 6d. setofthree; elegant Papier Maché ditto, 25s. he set. Teapots, 
with plated knob, 58.6d.; Coa) Senttles,2s.6d. A set of Kitchen Uten- 
gils for cottage, £3. Slack’s Cutlery has been celebrated for 50 years, 
Ivory Table Knives, }4s., 16s., and 18s, per dozen, White Bone Knives 
and ~ ened 9d. and i2s.; Black Horn ditto, 8s. and 10s. All war- 
ranted. 

As the limits of an advertisement will not allow of a detailed list, pur- 
chasers are requested to send for their Catalogue, with 350 drawings, and 
prices of Electro-Piate, Warranted Table Cutlery, Furnishing Ironmor- 
gery, &e. Maybe had gratis or post free. Every article marked in plain 
figures at the same low prices for which their establishment has been 
celebrated for nearly 50 years. Orders above £2 delivered carriage frve 


per rail. 
RICHARD & JOIN SLACK, 236, STRAND, LONDON, 
Opposite Somerset Housa. 





————e 
LBION SNELL’S 25s. OFFICE WATCH 
equal in appearance, accuracy, and amability, to any Watch 
five times the cost. A written guarantec and twelve months? trigy 
allowed.—Atnion SNELL, Watchmaker and Jeweller, 114, High Ho}. 
born, W.C. Established 1848. 


STATES SURVEYED, MAPPED, and VALUED 

_4 by Mr. A. M. DUNLOP, Surveyor and Land Agent. 1, West 

minster-chambers, Victoria-street, Westminster, and at Aston, Prog. 
ton Brook, Cheshire. 


N ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON & FARMER'S 

OCTOBER LIST of ESTATES and HOUSES, including landea 
estates, town and country residences, hunting and shooting quarters: 
farms, ground-rents, rent-charges, house property, and investments genes 
rally, may be obtained, free of charge, at their offices, 80, Cheapside, B.¢. 
or by post for one stamp. Particulars for insertion in the November 
List must be received by the 28th October at latest. 


K ING EDWARD VI.’s SCHOOL 
GREAT BERKHAMSTED, HERTS, 
26 miles from London on L. & N. W. Re 











Heap Mastrer—The Rev. E. BARTRUM, M.A. 


THERE ARE FOUR EXHIBITIONS 
At this School, each of the annual value of £59, and each tenable for four 
years at any College, Hospital, or Institution approved by the visitor, 
They are available to Medical and other Professional Students, as well 
as to those proceeding to the Universities. 
A Prospectus, &c., will be sent on application to the Head Master, 


ty INVESTMENT'S.—THE CEYLON 
COMPANY (LIMITED) are prepared to effect Investments on 
Mortgage in Ceylon and Mauritius, with or without their guarantee, as 
may be desired. For further particulars application to be made at the 
office of the Company, Palmerston-buildings, Old Broad-street, London 
By order, 
Rk. A. CAMERON, Secretary. 








EBENTURES at 5, 54, and 6 per Cent. CEYLON 
COMPANY (LIMITED). Subscribed Capital, £750,000, 


DIRECTORS. 
LawrorD ActanD, Fsq., Chairman, 
Major General Henry Petham Burn. Stephen P. Kennard, Esq. 
Harry George Gordon, Esq, P. F. Robertson, Esq., M.P. 
George Ireland, Esq. Sir J. Emerson Tennent, Bart. 
Manager—C, J. Bratne, Esq. 


The Directors are prepared to issue Debentures on the following terms, 
viz.:—For one year at 5 per cent., for 3 vears at 54, and for 5 years and 
upwards at 6 per cent. per annum. Interest payable ha!f-yearly by 
cheque or by coupon attached to the bond, as may be desired. 

Applications for particulars to be made at the office of the Company, 
Palmerston-buildings, Old Broad-street, London. 

By order, 
R, A. CAMERON, Secretary. 


fINHE AGRA BANK (LIMITED), 
Established in 1833.—Capital, £1,000,000. 


HEAD OFFICE—NICIIOLAS-LANE, LOMBARD-STRELT, LONDON. 





BANKERS. 
Messrs. GLYN, MILLS, CURRIE, & Co., and BANK OF ENGLAND. 


Brancues in Edinburgh, Calcutta, Bombay, Madras, Kurrachee, Agra’ 
Lahore, Shanghai, Hong Kong. 


Cornrent Accounts are kept at the Head Office on the terms cus- 
tomary with London bankers, and interest allowed when the credit 
balance does not fall below £100. 


Deposits received for fixed periods on the following terms, viz.:— 
At 5 per cent. per annum, subject to 12 months’ notice of withdrawal. 
t ditto ditto 6 ditto ditto. 
At3 ditto ditto 3 ditto ditto. 


ExceprionaL Rates for longer periods than twelve months, particulars 
of which may be obtained on application. 

Bits issued at the current exchange of the day on any of the Branches 
of the Bank free of extra charge; and approved bills purchased or sent 
or collection, 

Sates anp Porcnases effected in British and foreign securities, im 
East India Stock and loans, and the safe custody of the same undertaken, 

Interest drawn, and army, navy, and civil pay and fensions realised. 


Every other description of banking business and money agency 
British and Indian, transacted, 
J, THOMSON, Chairman, 


mained 


1 ~~ SOLICITORS, &c., requirhg DEED BOXES 
will find the best-made article lower than any other house. List 

of Prices and sizes may be had gratis cr sent post free, 
RICHARD & JOHN SLACK, 336, Strand, opposite Somerset House. 





Established neariy 50 years, Orcers above £2 seat carrisze free. 
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